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PREFACE. 



Within the past few years, more has been done to fix disputed 
and doubtful points in the practice of our military tribunals, 
than during any former period in om* military history. For 
this progressive movement, we are mainly indebted to the able 
decisions, while reviewing the proceedings of courts-martial, 
that have issued from the War Department since the establish- 
ment of the office of Judge Advocate of the Army ; and to the 
many elaborate opinions by the Attorneys General, on points 
of law requiring legal interpretation. These decisions and opin- 
ions, presenting, as they do, authoritative information of un- 
usual interest to the army at large and not generally accessible, 
first suggested the preparation of a work in which they might 
be embodied. The suggestion lost none of its force, in view of 
the fact, that for the instruction of the Cadets of the Military 
Academy in the practice of courts-martial, this most essential 
information was not to be found in their text-book. 

This volume has been the result of much careful investiga- 
tion, and the hope is entertained that it may contribute a use- 
ful link in the chain of our military jurisprudence.. To the 
Judge Advocate of the Army, I am indebted, for furnishing 
me the information I had occasion to seek in the records of the 
War Department. 

United States Mhjtabt Aoadbut, ) 

West Podtt, N. Y., March2^ 1862. ) 
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MILITAKY LAW AND COURTS-MARTIAL 



CHAPTER I. 

MILITARY LAW. 

Military i^w is that portion of the law of the land, 
designed for the government of a particular class of 
persons, and administered by special tribunals. It is 
superinduced to the ordinary law for the purpose of 
regulating the citizen in his character of soldier ; and 
although military offences are not cognizable under the. 
common law jurisdiction of the United States, yet the 
articles of war clearly recognize the superiority of the 
civil over the military authority. 

The constitution of the United States empowers Con- 
gress " to raise and support armies ; to provide and main- 
tain a navy," and " to make rules for the government 
and regulation of the land and naval forces."* As an 
essential part of these powers, it belongs exclu^ively to 
Congress to ordain or provide for courts-martial and de- 
fine their jurisdiction ; to make their sentences final and 
conclusive, or subject to reviewing authority ; to desig- 
nate by whom they shall be convened, and then confirmed 

* Art. 1| eection 8. 
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or disapproved ; and generally, to make such statutory- 
provision concerning them, as in their wisdom may be 
deemed proper and necessary. 

Rules and Articles of MTar. The Congress has exer- 
cised that power in the enactment of the law of April 
10th, 1806 — all previous rules and regulations being 
declared " void and of no effect." This act, with some 
k slight legislative modifications, constitutes the entire 
code of laws now in force for the government of the 
armies of the United States ; and by its provisions alone, 
are courts-martial made the proper and sole tribunals 
for the trial of military offences. 

A court-martial is a lawful tribunal, existing by the 
same authority that any other court exists by, and the 
law military is a branch of law as valid as any other, 
and it differs from the general law of the land in author- 
ity only in this, that it applies to officers and soldiers of 
the army, but not to other members of the body politic, 
and that it is limited to breaches of military duty.* 

Courts-martial are regulated by the articles of wwr^ 
the general regulations of the army, and by the orders 
of the President relating thereto, and extant at the time ; 
their practice is moreover regulated, in points where 
the written law is silent, by the custom of war^ by 
which expression, as here applied, must be understood 
the customs and usages of the United States army. 

General Regulations. The act of Congress of March 
3d, 1813, enacts, "that it shall be the duty of the sec- 
retary of the war department, and he is hereby author- 
ized to prepare general regulations, &c., &c., which, 
when approved by the President of the United States, 

* Grant vs. Gould, il H. Blacks, 69, 98, 100. 



MILITARY LAW. 9 

shall be respected and obeyed, until altered or revoked 
by the same authority." The act of April 24th, 1816^ 
enacts, " that the regulations in force before the reduc- 
tion of the army,* be recognized, as far as the same 
shall be found applicable to the service ; subject, how- 
ever, to such alterations as the secretary of war may 
adopt with the approbation of the President" Under 
this authority the "general regulations of the anny" 
now in force have legal eflfect, and so far as concerns the 
regulating of that body, for whose guidance they were 
framed, have all the binding force of military law ; pro- 
vided of course, that they be consistent with the con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States. 

The cadets of the United States Military Academy 
are also subject to these general regulations, in whatever 
is applicable to them. In addition to this, they are 
subject to special regulations, not only because the secre- 
tary of war, under his general power to adopt regula- 
tions, may make special regulations for any branch of 
the service, but also because the act of April 29th, 1812, 
contemplates the establishment of specific regulations 
for the Military Academy. Under this double author- 
ity it is that the revised regulations issued by the de- 
partment on the 14th March, 1853, now constitute the 
governing code of the academy.f 

Clutom of MTar. The custom of war is the lex rum 
scripta^ or common law of the army, and by the 69th ar- 
ticle of war is recognized as a guide vk administering mil- 
itary justice. It can be considered as authority only 
so far as to aid in removing any doubt that " should 
arise not explained by said articles," and must be an 

* Approved March 3d, 1816. f Attornej-genenil's opinions, July Utb, 1856. 
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established custom, the growth of the service in which 
it is applied. 

Martial i^aw. Martial law has been often opnfounded 
with military law, and it is difficult to give, in precise 
terms, its exact definition and import. 

In cc/iUinental Europe^ as in France, we find the state 
of sie^e. This may have a lawful origin, either in an 
act of the political sovereignty, or in the necessity of 
circumstances. When it exists, the civil law is sus- 
pended for the time being, or at least made subordi- 
nate, and its place is taken by martial law, under the 
supreme, if not the direct, administration of the mili- 
tary power. The state of siege may exist, in a city or 
in a district of country, either by reason of the same 
being actually besieged or invested by a hostile force, 
or by reason of domestic insurrection. In either case it 
is the precise fact we are now considering. The state of 
siege of the continental jurists, is the proclamation of 
martial law of England and thS United States — only 
we are without law on the subject, while in other coun- 
tries it is regulated by known limitations.* 

In a debate in Parliament, the Duke of Wellington 
contended that martial law was neither more nor less 
than ike will of the general who commands the army. 
In fact, martial law was no law. at all. Therefore, the 
general who declared martial law and commanded that 
it should be carried into efltect, was bound to lay down 
distinctly the rules^ and regulations, and limits, accord- 
ing to which his will was to be carried out. Now, 
he had in another country, carried on martial law ; that 
was to say, he had governed a large part of the popu- 

♦Opiniona, February 3d, 1857. 
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lation of a country by his own will. He declared that 
the country shoidd be governed according to its- own 
national laws, and he carried into execution that will. 
He governed the country strictly by the laws of the 
country, and he governed it with such moderation, that 
political servants and judges, who had at first fled or 
had been expelled, afterward consented to act under 
his direction. The judges sat in the courts of law, con- 
ducting their judicial business, and administering the 
law by his authority.* 

Martial law, as exercised in any country by the com- 
mander of a foreign army, is an element of the^W hdli. 
It is incidental to the state of solemn war, and apper- 
tains to the law of nations. The commander of the 
invading, occupying, or conquering army, rules the in- 
vaded, occupied, or conquered foreign country, with su- 
preme power, limited only by international law, and 
the orders of the sovereign or government he serves or 
represents. Such occupation by right of war, so long 
as it is military only, that is, fiagrante hello^ will be the 
case put by the Duke of Wellington, of all the powers 
of the government resumed in the hands of the com- 
mander-in-chief. If any local authority continue to sub- 
sist, it will be with his permission only, and with power 
to do nothing except what he, in his plenary discretion, 
or his own sovereign through him, shall see fit to au- 
thorize.f 

During the occupation of Mexico by the United States 
army, the general-in-chief declared martial law. After 
stating in his "general order" that the written code 
commonly called the rulefe and articles of war, does not 

* Hansard, 3d series. f Cushing. Opinions, toI. VIIT., 365. 
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provide for the punishinent of certain crimes, such as 
assassination, murder, poisoning, rape, &a, and is abso- 
lutely silent as to aU injuries which may be inflicted 
upon individuals of the army, or their property, against 
the laws of war, by individuals of a hostile country, 
General Scott remarks, that "a supplemental code is 
absolutely needed. That uriAvritten code is martial law, 
as an addition to the written military code, prescribed 
by Congress in the rules and articles of war, and which 
unwritten code all armies in hostile countries are forced 
to adopt, not only for their own safety, but for the 
protection of the unoffending inhabitants and their prop- 
erty, about the theatres of military operations, against 
injuries on the part of the army, contrary to the laws 
of war. * * ♦ For this purpose, it is ordered, that 
all offenders in the matters aforesaid, shall be promptly 
seized, confined, and reported for trial before military 
oommissions^ to be duly appointed, <fec." 

These commissions were appointed, governed and lim- 
ited as nearly as practicable, as prescribed for courts- 
martial; their proceedings to be recorded, reviewed, 
revised, disapproved or confirmed, and their sentences 
executed, all as near as may be, as in the cases of the pro- 
ceedings and sentences of courts-martial; " provided that 
no military commission shaU try any case, clearly cogni- 
zable, by any court-martial, and provided also that no 
sentence of a military conmiission shall be put in exe- 
cution against any individual belonging to this army, 
which may not be, according to the nature and degree of 
the offence, as established by evidence, in conformity 
with known punishments, in like cases, in some one of 
the states of the United States of America. 
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" The administration of justice, both in civil and crim- 
inal matters, through the ordinary courts of the country, 
shall nowhere and in no degree be interrupted by any 
officer or soldier, except" in certain specified cases * 

The above was the form of martial law as declared in 
the enemy's country, and to cease of course when hos- 
tilities should cease. We must, however, clearly distin- 
guish between martial law, as a foreign or international 
fact, and the same thing as a domestic or mvmcipal f(ict. 

In Oreat Britam^ though the preamble of the mutiny 
act specifically declares the illegality of martial law in 
time of peace, it evidently recognizes the legality of re- 
sorting to that expedient in time of war and intestine 
commotion. The power of the sovereign, or the represent- 
irtiive of majesty, to proclaim martial law, has been fully 
set forth in many statutes, and the acknowledged pre- 
rogative of the crown, to resort to the exercise of mar- 
tial law against open enemies or traitors, is expressly 
\ declared in several earlier statutes, and among others, in 
the more recent Irish disturbance act which expired 
August Ist, 1834.f 

In the United States^ martial law is a thing not men- ' 
tioned by name, and scarcely as much as hinted at, in 
the constitution and statutes. The former declares that 
" the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be 
suspended, unless when, in cases of rebellion or invasion, 
the public safety may require it." And the opinion is 
expressed by the commentators on the constitution, that 
the right to suspend the writ of habeas corpus^ and also 

* Goneral order, No. 287. Head-quarters of the anny, KatioDal Palace of 
Mexico, September 17th, 1847. 
f Simmons* Courts-Martial, p. 16. 
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that of judging when the exigency has arisen, belong 
exclusively to Congress. But the rebellion or invasion 
may demand such suspension during a recess of the 
national legislature, and, by the laws of war, the ex- 
ecutive has then the right to assume the power 'for the 
public safety. The relation between the proclamation 
of martial law and the suspension of the writ of habeas 
corpus^ is extremely intimate ; although it is but one of 
its consequences, and by no means the largest or grav- 
est, since, according to every definition of martial law, it 
suspends, for the time being, all the laws of the land, 
and substitutes in their place no law, that is, the mere 
will of the military commander. 

Definition. Martial law^ then, is that military rule 
and authority which exists in time of war, and is con- 
ferred by the laws of war, in relation to persons and 
things imder and within the scope of active military 
operations in carrying, on the war, and which extin- 
gui3hes or suspends civil rights, and the remedies 
founded upon them, for the time being, so far as it may 
appear to be necessary in order to the full accomplish- 
ment of the purpose of the war, the party who exercises 
it being liable in an action for any abuse of the author- 
ity thus conferred. It is the application of military 
government — ^the government of force — ^to persons and 
property within the scope of it, according to the laws 
and usages of war, to the exclusion of the municipal 
government, in all respects where the latter would im- 
pair the efficiency of military law or military action.* 

How executed. In carrying on war in a portion of 
country occupied or threatened to be attacked by an 

* North American Review, October, 1861. 
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enemy, whether within or without the territory of the 
United States, crimes and military oflfences are fre- 
quently committed, which are not triable or punishable 
by courts-martial, and which are not within the juris- 
diction of any existing civil courta Such cases, how- 
ever, must be investigated, and the guilty parties pun- 
ished. The good of society and the safety of the army, 
imperiously demand this. They must, therefore, be 
taken cognizance of by the military power ; but, except 
in cases of extreme urgency, a military commander 
should not himself attempt to decide upon the guilt or 
innocence of individuals. On the contraiy, it is the 
usage and custom of war, among all civilized nations, 
to refer such ca^s to a duly constituted military tri- 
bunal, composed of reliable ofl&cers, whoj acting under 
the solemnity of an oath, and the responsibility always 
attached to a court of record, will examine witnesses, 
determine the guilt or innocence of the parties accused, 
and fix the punishment. This is usually done by courts- 
martial ; but in our country, these courts have a very 
limited jurisdiction, both in regard to persons and 
offences. Many classes of persons cannot be arraigned 
before such courts for any offence whatever, and many 
crimes committed, even by military ofl&cers, enlisted men 
or camp retainers, cannot be tried under the " rules 
and articles of war." Military commissions must be 
resorted to for such cases, and these commissions should 
be ordered by the same authority, be constituted in a 
similar manner, and their proceedings be conducted 
according to the same general rules as courts-martial, 
in order to prevent abuses which might otherwise arise. 
Civil offences cognizable by civil courts, whenever 
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Buch loyal courts exist, will not be tried by a military 
commissioiL It should therefore be stated in every 
application for a commission, whether or not there is 
any loyal civil court to which the civil oflfence chained 
can be referred for trial: It must be observed, how- 
ever, that many offences which in time of peace are civil 
offences, become in time of war military offences, and 
are to be tried by a military tribunal, even in places 
where civU tribunals exist.* 

* Q. O., No. 1. Head-Kjuartera, department of Ifissouri, Januaiy Ist, 1863. 

NoTz.— Martial Law is the Immodlato and direct effeet and conaeqnenee of ocoapation or oon- 
quest. 

The presence of a hostile army proclaims its Martial Law. 

Martial Law In a hostile coontry consists in the suspension, by the occupying military aathor- 
Ity, of the criminal and clyil law, and of the domestic administration and goyemment in the 
occupied place or territory, and in the snbstitation of military rale and force for the same, as 
well as in the dictation of general laws, as &r as military necessity requires this suspension, 
substitution, or dictation. 

Martial Law is simply military authority exercised in accordance with the laws and usages of 
war. Military oppression is not Martial Law; it is the abuse of the power wUoh that law con- 
fers. As Martial Law is executed by military force, it is incumbent upon those, who administer 
it to be strictly guided by the principles of justice, honor, and humanity — ^virtues adorning a 
soldier even more than other men, for the very reason that he possesses tixe power of his arms 
agoinst the nnanned. 

All dvil and penal law shall continue to take its usual course in the enemy's places and terri- 
tories under Martial Law, unless interrupted or stopped by order of the occupying militaiy 
power ; but all the ftinctions of the hostile government — legislative, executive, or administrative 
— ^whether of a general, provincial, or local character, cease undor Martial Law, or continue only 
with the sanction, or, if deemed necessary, the participation of the occupier or invader. 

Martial Law extends to property, and to persons, whether they are sabjeots of the enemy or 
aliens to that government 

Martial Law affects chiefly the police and collection of public revenue and taxes, whether Im- 
posed by the expelled government or by the invader, and refers mainly to the support and 
efficiency of the army. Its safety, and the safety of its operations. 

Whenever feasible. Martial Law is carried out in cases of individual offenders by Military 
Courts ; but sentences of death shall be executed only with the approval of the chief execu- 
tive, provided the urgency of the case does not require a speedier execution, and then only 
with the approval of the chief commander.— {?. 0^ No. 100, War J}6partmetU^ April M, ia0& 



CHAPTER 11. 

CONSTITUTION AND COMPOSITION OP 
COUKTS-MARTIAL 

Ik conformity with the authority conveyed by the 
rules and articles of war, certain officers, therein specified, 
are empowered to convene general^ regimental^ land gar- 
rison courts-martial; the composition of the several 
courts, whatever their jurisdiction, being distinctly stated 
and defined. 

General Coarts-JHartlai may be appointed by any gen- 
eral officer commanding an anny, or colonel commanding 
a separate department,* and in time of war by a com- 
mander of a division or separate brigade.f This, of 
course, includes the President of the United States, who 
is, by the constitution, the conmiander-in-chief of the 
army and navy, and, therefore, the first general of the 
confederacy; though this power is first given to him 
in terms by the act of May 29th, 1830, in the case 
when a general officer commanding an army, or a col- 
onel commanding a separate department, shall be the 
accuser or prosecutor of any officer of the army of the 
United States under his conunand. When the division 
or brigade commander shall be the accuser or prosecutor, 
the court shall be appointed by the next higher com- 
mander. 

* 66th article of war. f Act approved Dec. 24th, 1861. 

2 
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Regimental Conrtii-iniarifai maybe appointed by every 
officer commanding a regiment or corps ; and Oarrison 
Courts-Martial by all officers commanding any of the 
garrisons, forts, barracks, or otter places where the 
troops consist of diffierent corps.* 

The Warrant for the assembling of a court-martial is 
issued in the form of an order, by the officer specially 
empowered by the law. The English " Mutiny Act," 
from which our articles of war are mainly derived, pro- 
vides for the delegation of this power to inferiors, by 
those who have the right of appointing courts-martial, 
but as no such power is authorized by our laws, the 
practice formerly in vogue has been very properly pro- 
hibited. And, indeed, the practical operation of the 
acts, above cited, of May 29th, 1830, and December 24th, 
1861, would prove of no effect were such a course of pro- 
cedure recognized. It has therefore been decided that 
he alone, to whom the law has given the authority to 
act in such cases, must appoint the court; and that no 
right to delegate such authority can be exercised without 
the express sanction of law.f 

A general court-martial having expressed a doubt as 
to the regularity of the order by which it was convened, 
on the ground that the secretary of war was not com- 
petent to render such an order, the question was duly 
considered by the secretary and president, and the result 
was, that they entertained no doubt of the perfect regu- 
larity of the order. Their decision embodied the fol- 
lowing considerations : Although the President cannot 
delegate his powers, he need not in all cases exercise 
them in proper person. In the language of Mr. Wirt, 

* 66th article of war. \ Captain McK's. cjase, August, 1846. 
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• 

attorney-general (opinion July 6tli, 1820): "The orders 
issued by the heads of departments are, in contemplation 
of law, not their orders, but the orders of therPresident 
of the United States, and it is as manifest a breach of 
military subordination to dispute the orders of the heads 
of these departments, as if they proceeded from the Pres- 
ident in person," In the case of the United States vs. 
Miason, the Supreme Court say : "The secretary of war 
is the regular constitutional organ of the President for 
the administration of the military department of the na- 
tion, and rules and orders publicly promulgated through 
him, must be received as the acts of the executive, and 
a^ such be binding on all within the sphere of his legal 
and constitutional authority," and \ji the case of Wilcox 
vs. Jackson, the Supreme Court say : " We consider the 
act of the war department as being, in legal contempla- 
tion, the act of the President." 

The practice of the heads of departments conforms 
to this theory. They daily issue in their names, orders 
emanating from the President, and although it is some- 
times stated in the order itself, that it is issued by 
direction of the President, this is not always done, and 
when it is not, the fact is presumed.* 

CommiMioned Oflicen. It is prescribed by the law 
that courts-martial must be composed exclusively of 
" commissioned officers."f 

Chjaplains^ 8v/rgeons^ dec. In interpreting the words 
" commissioned officers," as applicable to persons eligi- 
ble as members of courts-martial, it has been the custom 
of service to exclude from that class, all surgeons, as- 
sistanl^surgeons, and paymasters, and indeed every one 

* War department, Oct. 30th, 1860. f 64th and 66th articles of war. 
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who is not clothed with military rank proper, and hav- 
ing thereby an inherent right of command. This is 
thought to be in strict consonance with the purposes 
intended by law. It would certainly seem somewhat 
anomalous to institute a court for the trial of military 
offences, and appoint as judges, persons who, fipom their 
duties in connection with the army, fipom their previous 
pursuits and education, and the manner in which they 
are introduced into the service, can have but a very lim- 
ited knowledge and doubtful views of military conduct * 

Simmonsf state^ that instances may be quoted where 
paymasters and also surgeons and assistant-surgeons 
have been required to perform this duty; but the custom 
and convenience of the service forbid recourse being 
had to these staff-officers except in urgent circumstances, 
notwithstanding that, in the performance of their duties 
these officers become acquainted with the rules that 
apply to military subordination and discipline. 

In our service this question has, however, been set 
at rest by the opinion of Hon. J. McP. Berrien, attor- 
ney-general, of November 6th, 1829, given in answer 
to the query: "Whether cThaplairis^ surgeons^ or pwr- 
aerSj who are regarded on board our ships as non-com- 
batants, are competent to officiate as members of a na- 
val court-martial ?" He says : " If we look to the origin 
of courts-martial in England (from whence we borrow 
them), it would be difficult to believe that a tribunal 
which has succeeded there to the ancient court of chiv- 
alry, could be composed of other than military men. 
And if we consider the nature of the subjects which 
are generally submitted to the decision of these tribu- 

♦ De Hart, p. 38. t P- 5- 
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nals, the knowledge of military discipline and usage, and 
frequently of tactics (which is indispensable to those 
who preside there), it would seem that non-combatants, 
whose duties do not lead them to acquire this species 
of information and who have no rank, either real or 
assimilated, could not be deemed competent to sit on 
oourts-martiaL" 

The question was at one time discussed, whether grad- 
noted cadets with the brevet rank of second lieuten- 
ants, and attached as supemimierary officers to corps of 
the army, were " commissioned officers " within the mean- 
ing of the articles of war that prescribe such as the only 
persons eligible to sit as members of courts-martiaL 
The opinion of Mr. Attorney-General Berrien, of Au- 
gust iTth, 1829, ruled that they were not such commis- 
sioned officers. This opinion was never fully acquiesced 
in, and the subject was subsequently settled by orders 
from the war department in the following words: 
" Under this act (April 29th, 1812), the President is not 
required either to commission such graduate when there 
is a vacancy, or to attach him as a supernumerary offi- 
cer by brevet of the lowest grade when there is no va- 
cancy, but he may do so at his discretion,' and having 
exercised that discretion, such graduate, so commis- 
sioned and attached, becomes an officer of the lowest 
grade in the corps, and is entitled to all consideration 
as a commissioned officer/'* 

In July, 1855, this question again became the sub- 
ject of official interpretation, and Mr. Attomey-Greneral 
Cushing's opinion upheld the above decision as follows: 
" He is designated by * brevet of the lowest grade as 

* General order No. 11, April 15th, 1846. 
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a supernumerary officer/ Wliat in fact thus happens ? 
It is, tliat he is appointed ^ brevet second lieutenant/ 
with the pay and emoluments of that grade — ^and al- 
though the statute does not here say it, yet the general 
law says, with the milMa/ry power of a second lieuten- 
ant, for service in garrison, camp, or field, and also with 
the rights and privileges of a second lieutenant But 
is he a ^commissioned officer?' I say, yes: conmiis- 
sioned with a brevet commission, to be sure ; but still 
commissioned as an officer upon nomination to and 
confirmation by the Senate. * * ♦ On these consid- 
erations, it seems to me indubitable, that a cadet with 
brevet of second lieutenant is a commissioned officer; 
that he can be tried as a commissioned officer; and that 
he is legally capable as a commissioned officer to try." 

Whenever it may be found convenient and necessary 
to the public service, it is provided, that the officers of 
the TTUjmnes shall be associated with the officers of the 
land forces, for the purpose of holding courts-martial, 
and trying offenders belonging to either. * It is also 
provided, that the officers and soldiers of any troops, 
whether miUtia or others, being mustered and in pay 
of the United States, shall, when joined, or acting in 
conjunction with tiie regular forces of the United States, 
be governed ^by these rules and articles of war, and 
shall be subject to be tried by courts-martial ; but such 
courts-martial shall be composed entirely of militia offi- 
cer8.f 

Namber of members. The 64th article of war enacts 
that general cau/rte-ma/ttioH may consist of any number 

♦ 68th artide of war. 

\ 97th artide of war, and act approved July 29tli, 1861, sectioii 5. 
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of coniiQissioned officers, £rom five to thirteen, inclu- 
sively ; bnt they shall not consist of less than thirteen 
where that number can be convened without manifest 
injury to the service. 

A question has been raised whether a general court 
of has tha/n thirteen membere is a legal courts in case 
that number could have been convened without manifest 
injury to the servica It may be difficult to conceive an 
emergency in time of peace, so pressing, as to disable 
the general officer ordering the court from convening 
thirteen commissioned officers witJi/nU mcmifest mjv/ry 
to the service. And if a smaller number act without 
such manifest emergency, they are not a lawful court, 
and an execution imder their sentence would be mxir- 
der.* And yet this law makes provision as to the num- 
ber of officers to be ordered on a general court-martial, 
but none as to the number who must actually attend 
and participate in its proceedings beyond a fixed mini- 
mum. No law or regulation requires aU the members 
of the court who participated in its original proceed- 
ings, to continue present until the time of their con- 
clusion. Objections to competency may diminish *the 
original number. So may sickness, death, or the same 
exigencies of the service, which authorize the original 
appointment of a number less than thirteen. Still it is 
a lawful court.f The article indubitably grants to the 
appointing power the exercise of a wise discretion, and 
nothing short of clear and indisputable evidence of a 
wilfully corrupt intention could invalidate his act. The 
law was made sufficiently flexible to conform, db near 

* Wirt's opinion, August 29th, 1819. 

f Attome/'general's opinions, July 12th, 1866. 
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as possible, to the constantly varied necessities of the 
service, and not intended by its rigid exercise to make 
the pnblic good subservient to individual interest. 

The interpretation of the law, by the highest legal 
and judicial authority, is expressed in the opinion of 
Justice Story of the Supreme Court, in the case of 
Martin vs. Mott, when it was decided that " the direc- 
tion contained in the act of 1806, that a general court- 
martial ^ shall not consist of less than thirteen, when 
that number can be convened without* manifest injury 
to the service,' is merely directory of the officer appoint- 
ing the court; and his dedsion as to whether that num- 
ber can be convened without manifest injury to the 
service, being in a matter subjected to his soimd discre- 
tion, must be conclusive."* 

When in the opinion of the proper authority, the cir- 
cumstances of the case demand a Aill court, or one 
composed of the maximum number of thirteen to pass 
judgment, it is the custom to name sitpenvumerary 
officera who can replace absent regular members, or 
vacated seats, during any stage of the proceedings, in 
order to prevent delays and the repetition of labor — 
as also any interruption in the course of the trial 

When the nwmher of members to form the court is 
not specified^ the court is fully competent to proceed, 
provided it does not fall below the minimum fixed by 
law. 

Regimental Comtt-iHartiai are to consist of three com- 
missioned officers, to be appointed for his own regiment 
or CQi^ by every officer commanding the same.f 

Garrifon €oiiru-Murtiai are to consist of three com- 

* 12 Wheaton, 34, 36. f 66th artide of war. 
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missioned officers, to be assembled by aQ officers com- 
manding any of the garrisons,* &Cy where the troops 
consist of different corps.* 

PreBident of tbe Court. It was formerly the practice 
(and is still so, by law, in the British service), in the 
order convening a court-martial, to name the senior in 
the detail as the president of the court, but this was 
found not at aU necessary, as the officer highest in rank 
has the right to presidcf Besides, if the president be 
specially named in the warrant, and his attendance be 
prevented by accident, or by challenge of the accused, 
the court cannot proceed until' the officer ordering the 
court supplies his place; a necessity which, in the scat* 
tered condition of our troops on the frontier, would lead 
to serious and inconvenient delays. As our laws make 
no mention of such a fonetionary, and the practice has 
proved an evil, the custom of appointing a president to 
a court has been discontinued — ^the senior member pres- 
ent, by virtue of his rank being the presiding officer. 

Rank of Hemben. The 75th article states that no 
officer shall be tried by officers of an inferior, rank, 
if it can be avoided* This is the only limitation as to 
degree of rank necessary in constituting a court-martial, 
and, equally with the number to be convened, is discre- 
tionary with the appointing power. 

* 66th article of war. f 61 8t article of war. 



CHAPTER III." 
JURISDICTION. 

The right of personal security, is guarded by provis- 
ions whicli have been transcribed into the constitutions 
in tliis country from Magna Cbarta, and other funda- 
mental acts of the English Parliament; and it is en- 
forced by additional and more precise injunctions.* 
The substance of these provisions is to be foimd in the 
fifth and sixth amendments of {he constitution. By the 
fifth amendment it is declared that '^ no person shall be 
held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous 
crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand 
jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, 
or in the militia when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for 
the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or 
limb ; nor shall he be compelled, in any criminal case, 
to be a witness against himself nor be deprived of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of law." 

The constitution, therefore, while expressly empow- 
ering Congress " to make rules for the government of 
the land and naval forces,"t expressly excepts the trial 
of cases arising in the land or naval service from the 
ordinary provigdons of law. 

Together with this exception, court%martial are more- 

* 1 Kent's Commentarj, p. 618. f Article 1, section 8. 
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over restricted to the cognizance of offences declared 
by, or under, the powers of the act of 1S06, the general 
regulations of the army and the custom of war ; com- 
mitted within the limits of time therein specified by per- 
sons subject to military law; the penalties depending 
on the rank of the individual by whom offences may be 
committed, and varying also according to the powers of 
the court by which they may be adjudicated. 

Accordingly, no doubt is intimated in any of the 
books of our law as to the competency and oompleteneas 
of the jwrisdiotion of coy/rts^ma/rtial in the cases and 
under the conditions provided by articles of war. (Serg. 
on const, p. 130.) And in the great case of Moore vs. 
Houston (1 Wheaton, p. 1), where a majority of the 
judges maintained the validity of proceedings by courts- 
martial, established by the states, applicable to the mili- 
tia, the reasoning of all the judges, on both sides of the 
question, is conclusive as to- the completeness of the 
jurisdiction of courts-martial under the authority of the 
United Statea 

In the different states the constitutionality of the 
jurisdiction of courts-martial has been affirmed, directly 
or indirectly, beyond all controversy or cavil. (See 
Rawson vs. Brown, 6 Shepley, p. 216 ; Brent t;^..Bogar- 
dus, 7 Johns., p. 157.*) 

It is enacted by the 88th article of war, that no per- 
son shall be liable to be tried and punished by a gen- 
eral court-martial, for any offence which shall appear to 
have been committed more than two years before the 
issuing of the orders for such trial, &c. Subject to this 
limitation of time, the jurisdiction of courts-martial ex 

* Attomey-general's opinion, April 7th, 1854. 
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tends to every case where chaises are exhibited agamst 
persons to whom the provisions of the articles of war 
are applicable. 

By virtue of the Ist article of war all commissioned 
officers, and of the 10th article, all enlisted men in the 
army are subject to the rules and articles of war. 

The 96th article declares that " all officers, conduc- 
tors, gunners, matrosses, drivers, or other persons what- 
soever, receiving pay or Wre in the service of the artil- 
lery or corps of engineers of the United States, shall be 
governed by the aforesaid rules and articles, and shall 
be subject to be tried by courts-martial, in like manner 
with the officers and soldiers of the other troops in the 
service of the United States." This article is very gen- 
eral in its application. It matters not whether the per- 
son be enlisted or not, nor what kind of service he may 
perform, provided he receives ^?fl5y or hi/re in the service 
of the artillery or engineers, he at once becomes amen- 
able to the rules and articles of war. It is by virtue 
of this article, as shown by Mr. Attorney-General Wirt, 
August 21st, 1819, that the professors and cadets at 
the Military Academy are subject to these rules and 
articles, coming as they do under the designation of 
" other persons whatsoever receiving pay in the service 
of the corps of engineers." 

The 97th article also declares that " the officers and 
soldiers of any troops, whether militia or others, being 
mustered and in pay of the United States, shall * * * 
be governed by these rules and articles of war, and shall 
be subject to be tried by courts-martial, &c." 

Besides these, all the laws, with few exceptions, if 
any, creating or reorganizing the different corps of the 
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army, contain express provisions subjecting the mem- 
bers thereof to the rules and articles of war. 

<<An. 60. All sutlers and retainers of the camp, and 
all persons whatsoever, serving with the armies of the 
United States in the field, though not enlisted soldiers, 
are to be subject to ordera, according to the rules and 
discipline of war." This description of persons, though 
neither enlisted nor in pay, have ever been subject to 
orders according to th^ rules pnd discipline of war, and 
whether temporarily or permanently attached to, or mo- 
mentarily and accidentally connected with, an army in 
the field, or on the line of march, are liable, by order of 
the commander, to trial by court-martial for any breach 
of good order, whether as affecting the discipline of the 
army, or the private rights of individuals The custom 
which prevails in the field of thus trying persons not 
connected with the army, must have arisen from, as it 
depends on, necessity;* and numerous instances might 
be cited where courts-martial have, exercised their pow- 
ers over camp-followers of all descriptions. The neces- 
sity now spoken of gave origin to the law, by which 
the rights on one side, and the obligations on the other, 
were delegated and imposed.f 

Sntiert are persons regularly authorized by the war 
department, to sell provisions, merchandise, &c., to 
troops, subject to certain regulations and restrictions. 

Retainers to the Camp are those who are connected 
with the military service by pay or fee, such as clerks, 
drivers, guides, &c. 

Penonfl Serving with the Armies include all who derive 
their compensation from private sources, as servants, &c 

* SimmoDB, p. 34. f De Hart^ p. 24. 
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These various descriptions of persons enjoy certain 
privileges in consideration of the advantages, conve- 
nience, &a, which they offer to soldiers, and entering as 
they do, by their own voluntary act, into a new society 
having peculiar laws of its own, they must conform to 
those laws or suffer the pefialty attached to their in- 
fringement. 

Spies, Ac. Besides the persons included in the arti- 
cles above cited, there are others who, for particular 
offences, may be tried by military courts though they 
should not in any way be attached to the army. This 
is the case with persons not owing allegiance to the 
United States, who shall be found lurking as spies, and 
also with any persons who shall relieve the enemy with 
money, victuals, or ammunition, or shall knowingly har- 
bar or protect an enemy, or shall hold correspondence 
with, or give intelligence to, the enemy, either directly 
or indirectly.* 

€oiiteinpto of €ouit« Article 76. This article gives a 
court-martial summary power to punish at its discretion, 
any person "whatsoever" who "shall use any menacing 
words, signs, or gestures, in presence of a court-martial, 
or shall cause any disorder or riot, or disturb their pro- 
ceedings." 

It must, however, be remarked, that no contempts are 
thus subjected to a summary punishment, except such 
only as are of an aggravated and self-evident nature, 
' which being committed in the presence of the court, do 
not need to be substantiated by any other evidence, and 
not being dependent on any constructive interpretation of 
the law, do not require more protracted investigation.f 

* Sec. 2 and articles. 66 and 67. f Simmons, p. 166. 
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Under the authority of the above-quoted article, 
courts-martial are, undoubtedly, fully empowered to pro- 
ceed against mUiUmf persons. The words of the article 
— "the said court" — are express, and the custom of ser- 
vice is an authority for the summary award of punish- 
ment by the court (that is, the same court, and not 
exposed to change by the allowance of challenges), 
whose proceedings may be interrupted. Judgment can 
be passed upon the accused without aU the previous 
forms of trial, but the court must be sworn and a dis- 
tinct charge made out — ^the accused being permitted to 
appear and make such explanations as he may desire. 

In the enforcement of the article under consideration, 
courts-martial have the power to arrest the guilty party, 
and if an officer, to do so even should he be superior in 
rank to aU the members of the court 

A general court-martial is by law the highest judi- 
cial body known to the military service, and its jurisdic- 
tion is not made dependent on the rank of its members, 
but is co-extensive with the trial of all crimes, and all 
persons subject to military law. But regimental and 
garrison courts-martial, from their constitution, are not, 
in similar cases, competent to award any punishipent to 
commissioned officers. Under such circumstances, these 
minor courts would only have power to arrest an of- 
ficer, whatever his rank, and report the same with the 
cause of the arrest to the proper authority. 

In the case of civilianSj the British courts-martial are 
not required to award summary punishment, nor have 
they the power of ordering into arrest ; but they may 
direct the removal, by force, of any person who may 
obstruct their proceedings, in order that he may be 
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^' taken before the civil magistrate to be punished ac- 
cording to law.'' Our article embraces by its terms all 
persons ^^ whateoevery^ and clearly includes persons not 
belonging to the military profession ; and as the law 
proceeds directly firom the supreme legislative power of 
the country, it should have, equally with all law, inherent 
in itself, competent authority to secure its administra- 
tion from disobedience and contempt. A power, there- 
fore, in the supreme courts of justice to suppress such 
contempts by an immediate attachment of the offender, 
results from the first principles of judicial establish- 
ments, and must be an inseparable attendant upon 
every superior tribunal * As, however, courts-martial 
have no appointed means of enforcing their mandates 
against civilians, supposing the existence of a power to 
make such mandates, a procedure against them would 
be vain and nugatory ; and yet disturbances of the pro- 
ceedings of courts-martial should not pass unnoticed. 
Where the court sits within the limits of a garrison, or 
territory subject to military jurisdiction, the court can 
cause the offender to be ejected from its presence and 
put beyond the military limits. And when the court 
holds its sessions in towns or at places not known as 
military posts, such persons may likewise be put out of 
the presence of the court; and should ftui;her distur- 
bance be made or attempted from the outside of the 
court-room, the civil authorities may be appealed to, to 
proceed against the offenders for a breach of the peace.f 
Conrt-niarfial JaritdlcUon after Uie Explratioii off Term 
of Serrtee. The question — Can a court-martial exercise 
jurisdiction over a soldier after the expiration of the term 

* 4 Black. Com., p. 286. f Be Hart, p. 108. 



JUBIBDICXION. 83 

of his enlistinent, for an offence committed prior to such 
period ? — has been frequently made the subject of dis- 
cussion, and as yet no decision has been had from courts- 
martial or other competent military authority. The 
articles of war set no limit, as to time, to the jurisdic- 
tion of coiui»-martial, other than that declared by the 
88th articla The soldier voluntarily makes an engage- 
ment with the government, in his enlistment, rendered 
sacred by the solemnity of an oath, "to observe and 
clbey^^ the orders of the President of the United States, 
and the orders of the officers appointed over him, " accord- 
ing to the rules and articles for the government of the 
armies of the United States." This compact is equally 
binding on both parties, and can only b,e dissolved as 
prescribed by these " rules and articles." Punishments 
are there ordered to be inflicted for violations of the 
terms of the compact, and the mere expiration of the term 
of service should hardly release either party fix)m the 
fSEUthiul performance of his share thereof. If the soldier 
has violated any of the articles which he swore to ob- 
serve and obey, strict justice demands that he should be 
put square upon the record by suffering the punish- 
ment awarded for such an offence* Besides, the general 
principle of law is, that whenever any act is prohibited 
tmder a penalty, and no limitation affixed to a prosecu- 
tion, the offender is amenable at any time during his 
life. If as a soldier he be subject to trial by court-mar- 
tial for an offence committed while wearing the mili- 
tary character and subject to military law, the mere 
throwing off this military character and assuming the 
civil status cannot cleanse him from the foulness of vio- 
lated law, be that law military or civiL 
3 
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This is, however, but a general view of the question. 
Practically, two cases may arise, dependent upon the 
time when proceedings are commenced. 

1st. When proceedings are conmienced before the ex- 
piration of his enlistment. 

A case in point arose in the navy, in January, 1830, 
and as it throws much light upon the principles of law 
involved in the discussion of this question, a few extracts 
from the opinion of the court are here given. 

It appears that William Walker enlisted into the navy 
of the United States, on the 5th January, 1829, to serve 
one year ; and that on the 3d January, 1830, he, being 
still a seaman in the navy, committed certain crimes and 
offences. His commanding officer, Captain Morris, im- 
mediately placed hink in confinement, and on the day 
following, preferred charges against him to the secretar}^ 
of the navy, and accordingly a court-martial for his trial 
was ordered on the 13th, which court was duly convened. 

The accused was brought before the Supreme Court 
of Massachusetts, on a writ of habeae corpus^ and his 
counsel moved the court that he should be discharged 
without delay. This motion was resisted by the op- 
posing counsel, and after arguments from both sides 
had been heard by the court, a decision was given. 

a * * * The motion for the petitioner's discharge 
from the custody of Captain Morris, is grounded upon 
the objections, that neither by the rules for the regular 
tion of the navy, nor by any other statute, is it provided 
that any seaman should be detained beyond the period 
of his enlistment, for any purpose or cause whatever : * * 
that imless it is so provided by express statute, his offi- 
cers have no authority to detain him for trial, or for any 
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other purpose beyond the term of his enlistment. * * 
Now the words of the statute do not require such a con- 
struction. It is true that a seaman is not hound to do 
service after the term of his enlistment But within 
that term he is bound to observe the rules and regula- 
tions provided by law, for the government of the navy, 
and is pumshable for all crimes and offences committed 
in violation of them during his term of service. There 
is no limitation of time within which he is to be prose- 
cuted and tried for such offences, but if there were, it 
would be sufficient to show that the prosecution was 
commenced within the time of limitation. 

" In this case the petitioner was arrested and put in 
confinement, and charges were preferred against him to 
the secretary of the navy, before the expiration of the 
time of his enlistment ; and this was cleiarly a suffi- 
cient commencement of the prosecution to authorize a 
court-martial to proceed to trial and sentence — ^notwith- 
standing the time of service had expired before the 
court-martial had been convened. There can be no 
doubt, I think, that the court-martial have jurisdiction, 
and that they may legally proceed in the trial on the 
charges stated in the return. The petitioner must 
therefore be remanded to the custody of Captain 
Moxris,"* 

Upon this decision, the accused, William "Walker, was 
duly tried by the court-martial, upon the charges pre- 
ferred against him. But it must be remembered that 
the above-quoted decision covers such cases, and only 
such, in which the prosecution has been commenced be- 
fore the expiration of the prisoner's enlistment. 

* De Hart, p. 35. American Jurist, April, 1830. 
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2d. When proceedings are conmienGed after the ex- 
piration of his term of service. 

Our laws virtually prohibit any action to be had, in 
such a case, by a military court. The act of January 
11th, 1812, section 21, expressly declares that, for the 
crime of desertion, a " soldier shall and may be tried by 
a court-martial, and punished, although the term of his 
enlistment may have elapsed previous to his being ap- 
prehended or tried," and this is the section that pro- 
vides penalties ^^ in addition to the penalties mentioned 
in the rules and articles of war." Such legislation on 
the part of the law-making power would seem to pre- 
suppose a want of jiuisdiction by courts-martial, in 
similar cases, under the rules and articles of war, passed 
April 10th, 1806, and is therefore a bar to the action of 
military courts, except in the single case of desertion. 



OHAPTEE IV. 

DISTINCTIVE JURISDICTION— OFFENCES 
AND PUNISHMENT. 

The gravity of the offence, the rank and position of 
the offender, and the punishment denounced, detebmine 
THE KTECi) OF couET-MABTiAL that has jurisdiction in ally 
particular case. No garrison or regimental court-martial 
shall have the power to try capital cases or commission- 
ed officers.* These cases come under the exclusive cog- 
nizance of general courts-martial ; and here we find the 
broad distinction drawn between tlfe superior and the 
two minor courts. 

From the concluding portion of the 6Yth article it is 
evident that aggravated offences, though not capital, 
that call for severer punishment than therein stated, 
should not be brought before these minor courta In 
deciding, therefore, upon the particular jurisdiction ne- 
cessary for the trial of a certain offence, where it is left 
discretionary with the appointing power, the utmost 
care should be taken to select a court with power suffi- 
cient to try and to punish to the full measure of the law. 
In cases of doubt, the safe and only just rule is, to bring 
the offence before the superior court, that the ends of 

* Artdde 67. Note. — " I am of opinion that cadets at the Military Academy may 
be tried by a regimental or garrison court-martial, according to the 66th and 67th 
articles of war ; because they are not commissioned officers, and belong to a separ- 
ate and detached corps." Opinions, May 19th, 1821. 
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justice may be properly met and fiilly satisfied. If a 
minor court should discover that a case before it exceeds 
its power to punish, its duty forces it to stay all further 
proceedings, and report the facts to the authority that 
convened it. 

The only court competeni to try every description of 
persons known to the rules and articles of war, and for 
every oflFence declared by them, is the general court- 
martial ; and under the 85th article, can receive appeals 
from regimental courts. It has been followed as a cus- 
tom and acknowledged as a principle, that while the 
inferior courts cannoj, upon any pretence, proceed in 
the investigation of any description of crime which has 
not been explicitly stated as subject to its authority, 
yet the superior court can, by virtue of its grade, ne- 
cessarily take cognizance of all military oflfences what- 
ever;* thus indudi^ those offences that are specified 
in the law as expressly subject to a regimental court.f 
But upon the trial and conviction, in such a case, by 
a general court-martial, the punishment inflicted should 
be limited to the quantum that could be awarded by 
a regimental court. The law itself, by bringing those 
particular cases under inferior jurisdiction, has virtually 
fixed the maximum of punishment, in kind and degree, 
required to satisfy its violation, and therefore no court 
of superior powers should go beyond the clear intent of 
the law. 

Amonnt and If atnre of Punisliineiit. The rules and 
articles of war have specified the amount and nature of 
punishment for many kinds of offences, and in such cases 
the court is left no discretion in the event of conviction. 

* Adje^ Pb 96. f STth and iTth articles of war. 
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The sentence of dectili is prohibited by the 99th article, 
unless expressly authorized by the " foregoing articles 
of war,'^ and there are but two cases,* where this sen- 
tence is not left discretionary with the general court, 
but must be inflicted upon conviction. For the crime of 
desertio7i the punishment of death has been restricted to 
time of war, by the act of Congress of May 29th, 1830J 
" and stripes which could be awarded for this offence 
only, have by a recent act of Congress been entirely pro- 
hibited, in these words, " That flogging as a punishment 
in the army is hereby abolished."f 

By the 84<A article it is enacted, that in cases where 
a court-martial sentence a commissioned ofiScer to be 
suspended from command, they shall have power also to 
suspend his pay and emolumerUs for the same period. 
This punishment was usual in the British army prior 
to 1815, but the necessary inconvenience to the service 
arising from the temporary withdrawal of officers from 
its active duties, caused its abandonment. Suspension 
from rank and pay, besides its injurious effects upon the 
service at large, acts unequally upon individuals, and 
may, in its results, inflict the severest punishment in loss 
of rank upon those least obnoxious to such severity. 
Forfeiture of pay to an officer of abundant private means 
may prove but a trifling loss, compared to the terrible 
deprivation to one who may be exclusively dependent 
upon it. The utmost care ought, therefore, to be had in 
the exercise of this power, as it might in many instances 
be productive of evil, and defeat the very ends for which 
the law was enacted. 

* Article Soth, and 2d section, article of war. 
f Act approved August 5th, 1861. 



40 MILTTABY LAW JlNJ} OOUBTS-MABTIAL. 

To remedy J if possible, the ill effects of enforcing the 
requirements of this article, the President recently direct- 
ed, in general orders,* that general courts-martial, before 
which the question may properly come, be invited to 
consider whether an effectual and appropriate penalty 
may not be inflicted without injury to the service by 
adjudging a certain loss of rank, instead of a suspen- 
sion from rank for a period of time, the effect of which 
upon the officer is not certain when the sentence is pro- 
nounced, but which must operate to the prejudice of 
the service in removing an officer from duty. 

Non-commissioned officers can be reduoed to theramJcs 
for certain offences specified in the 89th and 48th arti- 
cles; and the custom of service has extended the exercise 
of this authority, so that general, regimental, and gar- 
rison courts do not limit the application of this punish- 
ment to these two articles. This right is fiilly confirmed 
by the general regulations for the army,f and its exer- 
cise may be often necessary, as non-commissioned offi- 
cers cannot be imprisoned or suffer corporeally, before 
reduction-^ 

Regimental courts-martial have, by the 85th article of 
war, been confided with the special power to investigate 
complaints of soldiers against their captains or other 
officers, but as this authority is not punitive in its na- 
ture, the limited jurisdiction conferred by the 67th arti- 
cle is not affected thereby. 

Article 6T declares that garrison and regimental 
courts-martial shall not inflict a fine exceeding one 
month's pay, nor imprison nor put to hard labor for a 
longer period than one month. This is then an acknowl- 

♦ No. 43, Dec. 22d, 1852. f P"- *^^- X '^^- ''S. 
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edged military punisliment, whicli can also be exercised 
by a general court-martial at its discretion. The princi- 
ple observed by civil courts also applies, that " where 
an offence exists, to which no specific punishment is 
affixed by statute, fine and imprisonment is the punish- 
ment* 

Discussion has arisen as to whether a minor court-mar- 
tial can take cognizance of offences under the 88th arti- 
cle. The total amount of stoppage of pay, and con* 
finement, and corporeal punishment under the article 
is not limited, and as this stoppage of pay is tantar 
mount to the " fine" declared in the 67th article, the 
jurisdiction of the minor courts must be confined to 
cases that come under the general rule limiting them 
to the infliction of a fine not- exceeding one month's pay, 
Ac, and any offence that demands a severer punish- 
ment will require a general court-martial for its trial. 

Ofltences. L The offences over which a general court- 
martial alone has cognizance, are : 

Art. 27. In case of quarrels, frays, &a, for refusing to 
obey.an officer (though of an inferior rank), or drawing 
a sword upon him. 

Art. 52. Misbehaving before the enemy, shamefully 
abandoning his fort, post, &c., casting away his arms, 
quitting his colors to plunder and pillage. 

Art. 53. Making known the watchword to any per- 
son not entitled to it, &c. 

Sec. 2. In time of war, persons not citizens of, or ow- 
ing allegiance to, the United States, who shall be found 
lurking as spies, &c. 

n. The offences against which penalties are de- 

* Kent, 370. 
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noimced exceeding the power of regimental and^ gar- 
rison courts-martial to inflict, are : 

Art. T. Beginning, exciting, causing, or joining in any 
mutiny or sedition. * 

Art. 8. Being present at a mutiny and not endeavor- 
ing to suppress the same, &c. 

Art. 9. Striking or offering any violence against a su- 
pirior officer, or disobeying any lawful command of his 
superior officer. 

Art. 21. Desertion. 

Art. 22. Enlisting in any other regiment, troop, or 
company, before being regularly discharged. 

Art. 23. Advising or persuading to desert. 

Art. 38. Selling, losing, or spoiling through neglect, 
his horse, arms, clothes, &a 

Art. 46. Sentinel sleeping on post. 

Art. 51. Doing violence to any person who brings 
provisions, &c., into camp, when the forces are employed 
out of the United States. 

Art. 55. Forcing a safeguard in foreign parts. 

Art. 56. Relieving the enemy, or knowingly harbor- 
ing and protecting him. 

Art. 57. Holding correspondence with, or giving intel- 
ligence to the enemy. 

Aft. 59. Compelling a commander to surrender. 

In addition to the above, general courts-martial have 
exclusive jurisdiction in the trial of commissioned offi- 
cers.* 

Punishments. Punishments of every description, 
which may be inflicted by sentence of either civil or 
military courts, are regulated in kind and degree by the 

• Artide 75. 



BISTINOnVE JURISDICTION — ^FUKISHMKETTS. 43 

restraining provision of the eightli article of the amend- 
ments to the constitution, which declares that ^^ excessive 
fines shall not be imposed, nor cruel and imusual punish- 
ments inflicted." Punishments are cmd when they are 
vindictive in their character, going, both in kind and 
degree, beyond the intention and necessity of their 
infliction for the vindication of law ; they are urmaiudy 
in kind only, when unknown to the statutes of the land, 
or unsanctioned by the customs of the courts.* 

Where the punishments for particular offences are 
not fixed by the law, but left discretionary with the 
ceurts, the above mandate of the constitution must be 
strictly kept in view, and the benign influence of a man- 
date from a still higher law ought not to be ignored, 
that justice should be tempered with mercy. 

The punishments for military offences, applicable to 
officers^ as fixed by the rules and articles of war or the 
custom of . service, which general courts-martial may 
award on conviction, are : 

Deaffij in cases specially mentioned in the law. 

Gashiering^ accompanied with the declaration that he 
fhajll thereby be utterly disabled to have or hold any 
office or employment in the service of the United States. 

Gashiermg^ simply. 

DismiBsal. 

Su^enaion from rank and pay. 

0(mjmenimt. 

Repri/mand — ^public or private. 

In the British service a marked difference really exists 
between caahiermg and dismissal as punishmerUSj as is 
shown by the general order promulgating i;he sentence 

* De Hart, p. 68. 
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of Captain Barnes, of the 89t]i regiment, wUcli states 
tliat " hifl royal highness has not considered it expedient 
to give effect to the recommendation of the court in the 
prisoner's behali^ farther than to mitigate the term of 
cashiering into that of dismissed from his majestnfs 
service.^^^ 

This distinction is held to be correct by many in onr 
service, and with reason, as our articles have been 
drawn, sometimes bodily, fipom the British mutiny act 
and articles of war. Our articles, however, make no 
such distinction in terms, nor with regard to the greater 
or less gravity of offences for which these are imposed,—^ 
wherever future disability to hold office is intended, 
such intention is clearly expressed. In framing the law, 
cashiering and dismissal were denounced in certain ar- 
ticles, because contained therein when copied from the 
British as they undoubtedly were, and the difference 
in meaning, therefore, can only be based on the custom 
of the British service. 

The legal punishment for soldiers by sentence of a 
court-martial, according to the offence, and the juris- 
diction of the court, are : death ; confinement ; confine- . 
ment on bread and water diet; solitary confinement; 
hard labor ; ball and chain ; forfeiture of pay and allow- 
ances ; discharges from service ; and reprimands. Soli- 
tary confinement, or confinement on bread and water, 
shall not exceed fourteen days at a time, with intervals 
between the periods of such confinement not less than 
such periods; and not exceeding eighty-four days in 
any one year.f 

Novrcommi^sioned Officers may be reduced to the 

• SimmonB, p. 291. f General BegulationSi par. 896. 
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ranks by the sentence of any court-martial, and in addi- 
tion are subject to any of the above-mentioned punish- 
ments which may be awarded to soldiera However, 
where a non-commissioned officer is to be punished by 
confinement, hard labor, or ball and chain, he must first 
be reduced, as it is contrary to the principles of the 
service, and derogatory to the dignity of their position, 
to cause non-commissioned officers to be thus punished. 
The punishments, therefore, which a court-martial 
may sentence a prisoner to suffer, are clearly under- 
stood, and are derived from express statute or the cus- 
tom of war. Should it happen that an offence falling 
within the jurisdiction of a court-martial, be not pro- 
vided for by a special penalty, but left to be deter- 
mined by the discretion of the court, such sentence 
must be in accordance with the common law of the land, 
or the custom of war in like cases ; a departure from this 
would make the sentence unusual, and as such, unlawful.* 

♦ De Hart, p. 195. 



CHAPTER V. 

ARREST AND CONFINEMENT, 

The yytb Article of War directs that " whenever an 
officer shall be charged with a crime, he shall be arrested 
and confined in his barracks, quarters, or tent, and de- 
prived of his sword by the commanding officer," thus 
describing the preliminary steps to be taken for the pros- 
ecution of offences.* "And any officer who shall leave 
his confinement before he shall be set at liberty by his 
commanding officer, or by a superior officer, shall be 
cashiered." 

Although the law makes no mention of any difference 
in the nature of arrests in order to trial, a difference is 
established by the custom of the army according to the 
degree and measure of the offence. An officer accused 
of a capital crime, or any offence of which the penalty 
is so severe as to afford a natural temptation to escape 
from justice, ought to be detained in a state of confine- 
ment, as secure as the closest civil imprisonment. If 
the offence is of a lighter nature, the presumption is, 
that the officer whose character is thus impeached must 
be solicitous to obtain a judicial investigation of his 
conduct,* and he is therefore, either placed in close 
arrest, that is, limited t6 his quarters or tent ; or al- 
lowed to be in arrest at large, that is, with limits ex- 

♦ Tytler. 
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tended to the garrison, camp, or other defined bound- 
aries. 

The general regulations provide that in ordinary cases, 
and where inconvenience to the service would result from 
it, a medical officer will not be put in arrest until the 
court-martial for his trial convenes. They also provide 
that officers are not to be placed in arrest for slight offen- 
ces, and that close confinement is not to be resorted to 
unless under circomstances of an aggravated character.* 

The depriving an officer of his sword, as directed in 
the article, is generally omitted, but is, nevertheless, 
considered to have taken place, and it is invariably the 
custom for an officer in arrest to appear without his 
sword. The arrest is usually imposed by the com- 
manding officer himself, or through the ministration of 
his staff officer, and their mere verbal order to that 
effect is sufficient to prevent him from exercising even 
the minor fonctions of his office. 

Breach of Arrest is described by the article, as leav- 
ing his confinement before he shall be set at liberty by 
proper authority, and cashiermg is denounced as the 
penalty, leaving to courts-martial no discretion whatever. 
The variety of opinions that have been held as to the 
exact meaning and import of what constitutes breach 
of arrest, are not founded upon the dear and explicit 
words of the statute. Cashiering is affixed to the of- 
fence of " leaving his confinement," in express terms, and 
to no other offence ; and not even by implication can any 
other misdemeanor be presumed as flowing from the 
plain wording of the law. The assumption of command, 
wearing a sword, or visiting officially his commanding 

♦Par. 222, 223 and 224. 
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officer unless sent for, wliile in arrest and within his lim- 
its, are evident improprieties prohibited by the general 
regulations of the army, and therefore liable to punish- 
ment; but they are not breaches of arrest, unless in 
the words of the article, he "leaves his ^confinement 
before he shall be set at liberty by his conmianding 
officer, or by his superior officer." The practice of the 
British service upholds this view of the question, A 
case is cited, in which " Lieutenant Naylor was cashiered 
for breaking his arrest ; and Lieutenant Williams was 
cashiered for, that he, when commanding a guard over v 
a prisoner committed to his charge, did allow such 
prisoner to leave his place of confinement."* 

The 27th article enacts that all officers of what con- 
dition soever, have power to part and queU all " quar- 
rels, frays, and disorders," and to order officers in arrest, 
even though the latter be of superior rank. " Officers of 
what condition soever," includes non-commissioned as 
well as commissioned officers; and the law requires im- 
plicit obedience on the part of all those who, by their 
conduct, render themselves amenable to the exercise of 
• such extraordinary powers by a junior. The assump- 
tion of a present command by the inferior, is tolerated 
rather than that the military state should be endanger- 
ed by violent evils, which, if not instantly repressed^ 
might result in irremediable mischief. This assumption 
is not, however, allowed to continue longer than the 
necessity itself exists, that is, until the superior officer 
of the parties arrested can be made acquainted with the 
drcumstanceaf 

The authority of this article can and should be ex- 

♦ Simmona, p. 120. f O'Brien, p. 108. 
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tended to any glaring impropriety, such as drunkenness 
on parade, that property comes under the head of disor- 
ders. It was decided by high authority in the British 
service, that circumstances may occur even upon parade, 
to justify a junior officer in taking upon himself the 
strong responsibility of placing his commander in ar- 
rest ; such a measure must alone rest upon the respon- 
fflbility of the officer who adopts it, and there are cases 
wherein the discipline and welfare of the service require 
that it should be assiuned. 

By virtue of the 78th article, " non-commissioned offi- 
cers and soldiers charged with crimes, shall be con- 
fined until tried by a court-martial, or released by 
proper authority." A distinction necessarily exists be- 
tween the nature of the arrest of officers and of sol- 
diers — the same security for his appearance on trial not 
existing in the two cases. By the general regulations 
of the army, non-commissioned officers are not to be sent 
to the guard-room and mixed Mdth privates during con- 
finement, but be considered as placed in arrest, except 
in aggravated cases where escape may be apprehended.* 
With private soldiers, confinement is the usual mode of 
securing their persons. 

The 80th article ordains that " no officer commanding 
a guard, or provost marshal, shall, refuse to receive or 
keep any prisoner committed to his charge by an offi- 
cer belonging to the forces of the United States ; pro- 
vided *he officer committing shall, at the same time, 
deliver an account in writing, signed by himself, of the 
crime with which the said prisoner is charged." 

The requirements of this article are unmistakable, and 

• Par. 78. 

4 
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the proviso would seem to admit the right of the officer 
of the guard, to reject a prisoner when no written state- 
ment of the crime charged was submitted. But the in- 
terpretation given in the English army, seems more in 
unison with the demands of the service and the dictates 
of common sense. In that service, the omission to make 
the written statement, or deliver in a crime as it is usu- 
ally termed, would not justify the rejection or release of 
a prisoner, or exempt the officer of the guard fix)m lia- 
bility to the penalties attached to the Slst article. It 
may sometimes be impracticable to make the written 
statement on the instant, and certainly the committing 
officer should be allowed reasonable time in which to 
prepare it; and as the general regulations* expressly 
direct that all prisoners under guard, without written 
charges, shall be released by the officer of the day at 
guard-mounting, no person confined without cause could 
suffer, at the worst, the inconvenience of durance vile 
for a longer period than twenty-four hours. To prevent 
illegal confinement is indubitably the intention of the 
article, and the safe rule to be observed is, not to receive 
a prisoner without a written statement, unless he is 
amenable to military law, and is committed by an officer 
who is well known to the officer of the guard as having 
authority to do so. 

The TOtii arUeie declares that " no officer or soldier 
who shall be put in arrest shall continue in confine- 
ment more than eight days, or until such time as a 
court-martial can be assembled.^' 

The object and intent of this article is to deprive the 
commanding officer of the right of imposing confine- 

* Par. 216. ed. 1857. 
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menta, except for trial, beyond the period of eight days. 
It* allows time for the examination of the fSacts and cir- 
cumstances of his case, so as to decide whether or not it 
be one that demands judicial investigation. The pris- 
oner may be released at any time short of the term of 
eight days, without trial, but the article is decided that 
confinement beyond that period must continue until a 
court-martial can be assembled. 

It has long been a settled principle both in the Brit- 
ish service and our own, that no officer has a right to 
demomd a com^irma/rticil on himself or others — ^the author- 
ity competent to order the court being the judge of its 
necessity ; nor after having been arrested has he a right 
to demand a trial, or persist in considering himself in 
arrest after he shall have been released by proper author- 
ity. I^ however, the officer should think himself ag- 
grieved by the arrest, or by charges that might have been 
preferred against him and afterward withdrawn, he may 
in either case seek redress under the 84th article of war. 



CHAPTER VL 

CHAKGES AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

A Miutary Charge is a plain, brief^ and certain nar- 
rative of the offence committed, and of the necessary 
circumstances that concur to ascertain the fact and its 
nature.* It is of two parts : the charge, and the speci- 
fications. The charge designates the crime, or offence 
in law, as mutiny ; the specification alleges or specifies 
the act, with ,time, place, and circumstance. 

Charge. "The commander who prefers a charge may, 
in the exercise of a just and legal discretion, when the 
act may fall under different articles of war, elect under 
which to charge it, or may charge it variously as in the 
several counts of an indictment. But under whatever 
article a charge is laid, the specification to it must state 
the act in terms appropriate to that article, and not in 
terms which necessarily refer to some other article ; and 
where the act cannot be stated or described except in the 
language of a particular article of war, the charge is 
confined to that article. In this regard, the rule of plead- 
ing is not merely technical, but is essential to the legal 
statements of offences. Some writers on military law 
have laid the rule down so strictly, as to disallow any 
resort to the general article in cases of offences specified 
in the other articles. " W/ien an qffefnce is of that specific 

• Lord Hale. 
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quality as to he reducible to a particular artide of war^ 
to which a Jenown a/nd dtetinct penalty is attached^ it 
must he prosecuted under such article^ that the intent of 
the la/w and the purposes of justice may he answered.^ 
Samuel and Hough. They consider that in such cases 
the law restrains the discretion of commanders and 
courts, and that the general article " holds out not a svh- 
stituie hut a svhstantive course of prosecution for offences 
not otherwise declared^ 

If the rule does not obtain so strictly in our service, 
still a specification appropriate to a particular article 
only, cannot be laid under the general article to evade 
the penalty prescribed in the particular article."* 

For instance, an offence may be charged under the gen- 
eral article, the 99th, and triable by a garrison court- 
martial, when the specification sets out in distinct terms 
an axrt; in violation of the 46th article of war, a capital of- 
fence, and only triable by a general court-martiaL This 
may be done to avoid the consequences that follow the 
violation of the particular article, which course of pro- 
cedure is very properly prohibited by the above deci- 
sion. When, therefore, the specified facts and circum- 
stances clearly pojnt to a particular article, veith a dis- 
tinct penalty attached, the prosecution must be had 
under that article, and the charge shovld he expressed 
in the terms used therein ; but where the offence alleged 
is a mere disorder or neglect, not specifically provided 
for, it must be charged under the general article as "con- 
duct to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 
pline." 

The settled usage of military courts permits a prisoner 

♦ G. 0. Na 18, war department, July 23d, 1869. 



54 mhjtaby law and ooubts-mabtial. 

to be placed on his trial, for aeveral distinct offences at 
the same time. In sucli cases, each distinct offence must 
be made the burden of a separate charge and its speci- 
fication, although but one sentence is adjudged for all 
the offences tried upon one arraignment. But distinct 
offences on separate trials by the same, or by different 
courts, may each receive its appropriate penalty. 

§peeUication(i. The specifications — one or more— to 
the charge, must be : 

' 1st. Brief, elear and explicit. All the ingredients of 
the offence with which the accused is charged, the/ac/#, 
ci/rcv/nistancea and intent constituting it, must be set forth 
with certainty and precision, without any repugnancy 
and inconsistency, and the accused charged directly and 
positively with having committed it* As every crime 
or offence consists of certain acts done or omitted, under 
certain circumstances, it does not suffice that the prisoner 
be charged genefraU/y with having committed it, but all 
the facts and circimistances must be set forth apecijir 
coJhj^ and the offence must appear on the face of the 
specification to be a distinct substantive offence. 

Particularity of description would seem to be for the 
interest of the party accused, if he be innocent, or of 
doubtful guiltiness, and for the interest of the service if 
he be guilty ; and therefore advantageous on both sides. 
It would enable the accused to determine the species 
of offence for which he is to be tried, and prepare his 
defence accordingly ; and subsequently empower him to 
plead an autrefois acquit or autrefois convict in bar of 
another prosecution for the same offence. 

Besides this, facts which are distinct in their nature, 

* Archbold's Criminal Pleadings, p. 6. 
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should be set forth under separate and distinct specifica- 
tions. 

As to the certainty and intent of the specification, 
the meaning of the words must be construed according 
to their ordinary and usual acceptation, and technical 
terma according to their technical meaning. The weight 
to be attached to any technical terms used, must depend 
upon the importance given to them by previous de- 
cisions in the practice of courts. K the sense of a word 
be ambiguous in the ordinary acceptation of it, it should 
be construed according as the context and subject mat- 
ter require it to be, so as to render the whole sensible 
and consistent. 

Written instruments, where they form a part of the 
gist of the offence charged, must be set out verbatim. 
Where part only of a written instrument is included 
in the offence, that part alone is necessary to be in- 
serted. 

The indention of the party at the time he committed 
the offence is often a necessary ingredient of it ; and in 
such cases it is as necessary to state it, as any other of 
the facts and circumstances which constitute the offence. 

In cases where the offences are created by statute, the 
statute contains a definition of the offence ; and the of- 
fence consists of the commission or omission of certain 
acts, under certain xjircumstances, and in some cases, 
with a particular intent. A specification therefore, for 
an offence against the statute, must declare the accused 
to have committed or omitted the acts under the circum- 
stances, and with the irvtent mentioned in the statute. 
This can be best effected by the strict use of the very 
words of the law, thus precluding all question as to the 
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expression intended ; althougt it is held, that where a 
word not in the statute is substituted for one that is, and 
the word thus substituted is equivalent to the word 
used in the statute, or is of more extensive signification, 
and includes it, the specification will be sufficient.* 

2d. Certain as to the Party accatcd. The accused must 
be described by his rank, Christian name, surname, and 
the company, regiment, or corps to which he belongs. 
The surname may be such as the accused has usually 
gone by or acknowledged; and if there be a doubt 
which one of two names is his real surname, the second 
may be added after an alias dictus^ thus John Smith 
otherwise caUed John Brown. 

Where the identity of a prisoner fully and indisputa- 
bly appears, it is quite immaterial whether he is tried 
by his real name or by a fictitious one, or by both names 
under an alias. If the circumstances of his having been 
known by different names have arisen from mere mis- 
take or from accident, the law will not permit such mis- 
takes or accidents to defeat the ends of justice. But if 
he has designedly assumed a false name for a sinister 
purpose, then the maxim applies, that no man, whether 
in a criminal proceeding or elsewhere, shall be allowed 
to avail himself of his own wrong.f 

3d. Certain as to ttae Person ayaln^ wtaom the OflRenee 
was committed. In the case of offences against the 
persons or property of individuals, the Christian name 
and surname, with rank and addition if he has any, 
must be stated if the party injured be known. Should, 
however, the name of the injured party be unknown, he 

♦ Archbold's Criminal Pleading, 15, 25. 

t Judge Advocate General Sir Robert Grant. 
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may be described as a person unhnovm. Sucb cases 
may arise under the 32d and 33d articles of war. 

4th. Cerfala ai to Time and Place. Every material 
fact specified must be alleged to have been done on a 
particular day, and at a particular place. An offence of 
omission cannot indeed be said strictly to have been 
committed at any time or place, unless the law violated 
state a certain time and place, when both shguld be 
specified. But in offences of commission, every act 
which is a necessary ingredient of it, must be laid with 
time and place. This is the rule as laid down for 
courts of criminal jurisdiction, and should be followed 
by courts-martial as closely as the circumstances of each 
particular case will admit. In the practice of courts- 
martial, some degree of latitude is, however, allowed, 
though minuteness and precision are required whenever 
it is possible to be thus particular. 

It is always possible to state the circumstance oi place 
with much more exactness, and this should not be dis- 
pensed with in the framing of specifications. When 
doubts are indulged as to the precise time and place, the 
act may be specified as committed " at or near such a 
place," and " on or about such a day." The rule recent- 
ly fixed for the guidance of our courts-martial is that, 
although in the specification to charges, time and place 
ought to be laid with as much certainty and truth as 
may be practicable, still it is suificient in law to prove 
the offence to have been committed at any other place 
and time within the jurisdiction of the court.* 

The following case of Captain Trenor will aid in ex- 
emplifying the foregoing : 

♦ G. 0. No. 16, war department, June 9th, 1863. 
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" CJhCvrge 2d. Drunkenness on duty." 

" Specification. In this, that the said Captain Eustice 
Trenor, of the Ist regiment of dragoons, when on duty 
as officer of the day, at Fort Leavenworth, between the 
Ist day of September and the Slst day of December, 
1840, was drunk" 

.On being arraigned the accused pleaded as follows : 
Captain Trenor " declines pleading to the 2d charge and 
its specification, inasmuch as it includes such a length of 
time as to prevent the possibility of either disproving 
it, or defending himself against it, and he therefore hopes 
the court will not entertain it." 

The objections of the accused being sustained by the 
court, the 2d cha/rge and its spedfixxition were accord- 
ingly thrown out. The proceedings in* the case were 
submitted to, and approved by the President of the 
United States.* 

Considering that the trial of this case did not take 
place until December, 1841, one year and more after the 
time when the offence was alleged to have been commit- 
ted; that the wide range of time — ^four months — in 
specifying the act was unnecessary, in a matter of de- 
tail for officer of the day, which is always upon record ; 
and that it is highly reprehensible to accumulate accusa- 
tions against an officer; the decision of the court was 
undoubtedly correct. 

* 0. 0. No. 4, war department, January Slat, 1842. 



CHAPTER VII. 
OF THE COURT AND PARTIES TO THE TRIAL. 

The discipline and reputation of the army are deeply 
involved in the manner in which military courts are 
conducted, and justice administered ; and the duties of 
officers appointed to sit as members of courts-martial are 
of a grave and important character. 

The Pretident of a court-martial, besides his duties 
and privileges as member, is the organ of the court, to 
keep order, and conduct its business. In all their de* 
liberations, the law secures the equality of the members. 

The 76th article of war does not confer on a court- 
martial the power to punish its own members. For dis- 
orderly conduct, a member is liable as in other offences 
i^ainst military discipline — ^improper words are to be 
taken down, and any disorderly conduct of a member 
reported to the authority convening the court. * 

ResponMbllfty of members* Although the proceed- 
ings of a court-martial, duly constituted and organized, 
cannot be dictated to, or interfered with, by the highest 
military authority, yet the members thereof are collec- 
tively and individually responsible to the federal courts 
of civil judicature for any abuse of power or illegal pro- 
ceedings. McArthur cites the case of Lieutenant Frye, 
of the Marines, in 1743, who received from a civil court 

* General regulatioDS, par. 888 and 889. 
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a verdict in his favor for £1,000 damages, against the 
president of a court-martial which had convicted him on 
illegal evidence — ^the depositions of illiterate persons 
reduced to writing several days before the trial The 
judge moreover informed him, that he was still at 
liberty to bring action against any of the member a ef the 
court-martiaL 

In Grreat Britain, the superior courts of common law 
exercise a supervisory or quasi appellate jurisdiction 
over military courts. What relation the Supreme Court, 
or other courts of the United States, have to courts-mar- 
tial, is a question which does not appear to have under- 
gone adjudication in the United States. In the states, 
however, the relation of the ordinary courts to the mili- 
tary ones has been the subject of much and frequent 
consideration. Thus, in Massachusetts the law is set- 
tled, that parties who have legal ground to complain of 
the doings of military courts, are to get their remedy by 
action at law for damages, if they have right to any ; 
which corresponds with the view of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, where trespass was maintained to 
recover damages for an act done by a court-martial 
^^ dearly without its jwriadiction* 

The Judge Advocate. There is a diversity of opin- 
ion among military writers, as to the responsibility of 
the judge advocate for his opinions given in court. 
Captain Hughes, in his " Duties of Judge Advocates," 
states that Captain Simmons has expressed his opinion 
in opposition to aU other writers on military law : " that 
the judge advocate is not responsible to any court of 

♦ Gushing, Opin., April 7th, 1864 (ex parte Dunbar, XIV. Mass. R., 393 ; Wise 
V9, Withers, 1 Granch, 330). 
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justice for the opinion he may give," whatever degree of 
deference may be due to his advice. The weight of 
British authority is undoubtedly in favor of his respon- 
sibility, and the words of thg mutiny act directly ap- 
plicable to the point in discussion seem also to favor 
the affirmative. De Hart and O'Brien, the only Amer- 
ican authorities, insist upon the negative view of the 
question. The unreasonableness of holding judge ad- 
vocates in our service responsible, appointed as they 
usually are from the junior officers of the army, and fre- 
quently without .experience and with inferior qualifica- 
tions for the discharge of such important duties, would 
seemi to border on the ridiculoua His opinions, in the 
majority of cases, would weigh less than that of any 
member of the court. This is, however, not a question 
of expediency, but of law. The law directs the judge 
advocate to prosecute in the name of the United States. 
The court is not required to decide points of law and 
feet according to his advice or opinion. He is a mere 
proaecfuior^ not a judge ; and the members of the court, 
and they alone^ are, by their oaths, to administer jv^tioe 
according to the provisions of the articles of war, and 
in case of doubt, according to their consciences, the 
best of their understandings, .and the custom of war in 
like cases — ^and not according to the understanding and 
conscience of the judge advocate. In his military 
character as an officer, he is responsible to the authority 
who convenes the court, or revises the proceedings, for 
the proper discharge of his duty. 

The act of Congress approved March 2d, 1849, au- 
thorizes the President, by and with the advice and con- 
* sent of the Senate, to appoint a suitable person bs judge 
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advocate for the a/rmy^ to be taken from the captains in 
the army, who shall have the brevet rank, pay and 
emoluments of a major of cavalry. And the 69th arti- 
cle of war enacts that the judge advocate, or some person 
deputed by him, or by the general, or officer command- 
ing the army, detachment, or garrison, shaU prosecute, 
&C. It is by virtue of this article that judge advocates 
are appointed, to assist at courts-martial, by the officer 
ordering the court. His appointment can, however, be 
deputed to an inferior when the convenience and necessi- 
ties of the service may demand it ; — ^but his presence 
and assistance are essential to the jurisdiction of a gen- 
' eral court-martial. 

The Prisoner. A cotut-martial has no control over 
the naiure of the a/rrest of a prisoner, except as regards 
his personal freedom in court ; they cannot, even with 
a view to fecilitate his defence, interfere to .cause the 
limits of a close arrest to be extended. The officer in 
command is alone responsible for the discharge of this 
duty, and a case is cited in which the commanding officer 
was justified in refusing to accede to the suggestion of a 
court-martial to grtint ^a prisoner such indulgence as 
might facilitate the examination of witnesses, and there- 
by enable him to enter earlier on his defence. 

It is held by aU military writers, as a settled custom, 
that the prisoner should be furnished with a copy of the 
c^ho/rges some time anterior to the trial. He ought to 
have a fuU knowledge of the accusation^ preferred 
against him, and ample time afforded him previous to 
his arraignment, to" decide upon his line of defence, and 
upon the evidence and arguments that he may deem ex- 
pedient to meet these accusations. Should the copy 
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supplied him differ materially fix)m the charges and 
specifications upon which he is arraigned, justice and 
reason would seem to demand that additional time be 
given him by the court, within which to arrange his 
defence in conformity with the altered state of the accu- 
sations. Extreme cases, where the necessity of immedi- 
ate example is imminent, may justify a departure from 
this well established custom. 

It has been the practice of the service to famish the 
prisoner, previous to his trial, with a Uat of the wiMeasea 
for the prosecution, though the right to demand such 
a list is not conceded. The right does not, certainly, rest 
on law, but as all the witnesses are to be summoned by 
the judge advocate, who is the prosecutor, and the names 
of witnesses for the defence will thus become known to 
him, it is but just and proper that the same privilege be 
allowed the prisoner by granting him a list of all who 
are to appear against him. The rule was laid down by 
high English authority, that it was not the duty of a 
judge advocate, in dU caaea^ to furnish a prisoner, pre- 
vious to the trial, with the names and designations of 
the witnesses by whose testimony any act objected 
against him is to be proved.* And Kennedy does not 
deem it requisite that the prisoner should be famished 
with the names of the witnesses on the part of the pros- 
ecution, nor the prosecutor with those on the part of 
the defence. Still, all other authorities advocate the 
custom as founded on equity and convenience — as allow- 
ing time for the appearance of witnesses after being duly 
summoned, and affording to both parties equal oppor- 
tunities of questioning their competency and credibility. 

^* Sir Charles Morgan. 
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It must be borne in mind that on British oonrts^mar- 
tial, the judge advocate is not the prosecutor,* and may, 
therefore, hold both lists, without either party being 
aware of the witnesses required by the other. 

The general regulationsf leave to the judge advocate 
some discretion in the summoning of the witnesaeej as it 
directs that he shall not summon any witness at the 
expense of the United States, nor any officer of the 
army,' without the order of the court, unless satisfied 
that his testimony is material and necessary to the ends 
of justice. This is a wise provision, as, from the excite- 
ment and anxiety incident to his position, the prisoner 
may, without sufficient reason, deem certain individuals 
essential to his defence. Should the judge advocate re- 
fuse to summon a witness, the prisoner can appeal to the 
court-martial, from the decision of the judge advocate 

Neither the prosecution nor defence are confined to 
the list of witnesses furnished prior to the arraignment, 
nor are they forced to require testimony from all At 
any stage of the proceedings, new witnesses can 'be 
called, and any, or all of those summoned can be dis- 
missed without examination. 

Tytler has assumed the necessity of furnishing the 
accused with a correct detail of the members of the court- 
martial. As the accused has the right of challenge, it 
is absolutely necessary to its efficient exercise, that he 
should have every jGacility accorded to enable him to 
show cause, especially as peremptory challenges are pro- 
hibited in military courts. To administer justice is the 
object foi; which courts-martial are convened, and as 
every prisoner is supposed to be innocent until proved 

* Article 163 British articles of war. f Par. 890. 
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to be guilty, every privilege, facility, and convenience 
should be allowed to him consistent with the honest and 
faithful administration of the laws. Except in extreme 
cases, therefore, copies of the charges and detail of the 
court, and a list of witnesses for the prosecution, should 
be given to the prisoner a reasonable time before his 
arraignment for trial 

Amiciit CwiaB. Artide VL amendments to the con- 
stitution, declares that "in all criminal prosecutions, 
the accused shall have the assistance of^ counsd for 
his defence." And all the writers on military law, with- 
out exception, admit it to be the custom to allow a pris- 
oner to have counsel, or at least an amicus curios^ or 
friend of the court, to assist him in conducting his de- 
fence. The assistance is strictly restricted to giving ad- 
vice, framing questions which are handed by the accused 
to the judge advocate on separate slips of paper, or 
offering, in writing, through the same channel, any legal 
objections that may be rendered necessary by the course 
of the proceedings. It is an admitted maxim on all 
courts-martial, that the counsel is not to address the 
court, or interfere in any manner in the proceedings ; his 
presence is only tolerated as a friend of the prisoner. 

Courts-martial have always held and exercised the 
right of objecting to any particular person designated, 
and to revoke the permission, when gi'anted, in case of 
any misconduct on the part of the counsel. The exer- 
cise of this right is rendered particularly necessary in 
the trial of soldiers,' who often select as friend, from 
among themselves, who proves to be a most troublesome 
character, and more likely to prejudice the cause of the 
prisoner than aid in making a good defence. 
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K the judge advocate finds it essential to the proper 
conduct of the trial and the sm'er furtherance of justice, 
to request that the accuser, who has been directly affected 
in his authority or person by the transgression, remain 
in court, he may, after hstVing given his evidence, be 
permitted to do so. This is, however, a matter of con- 
venience, and not essential to the proceedings ; and the 
accuser is confined in his assistance to mere suggestions 
made to the judge advocate, which the latter may fol- 
low or not, at his discretion* 

laterpreter. It is sometimes necessary to employ an 
interpreter, for the purpose of translating the evidence 
given by the witnessea In such a case, he may be in- 
troduced and sworn at any period of the proceedings, if 
recjuired by either party or by the court. 

The parties before the court — ^that is, the judge advo- 
cate as prosecutor, and the prisoner — ^may claim the 
benefit of its aggregate opinion^ on any mooted point of 
law or custom arising out of the proceedings, and in 
the decision of which both parties may be interested. 

The Record. The proceedings of a general court-mar- 
tial are recorded by the judge advocate ; and of inferior 
courts by the junior member or recorder. Not only is 
the evidence taken down, but every incidental trans- 
action is noted on the face of the record. And courts- 
martial have the right, which may be exercised at dis- 
cretion, to forbid any other record to be kept, and thus 
prevent a daily publication of the proceedings, which 
might have the baneful tendency to pervert the public 
mind in regard to the trial and its results, and more- 
over, have improper influence on the witnesses whose 
testimony is yet to be delivered. 
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Court Aitembief. The order oonveniiig a general 
court-martial having been issued, and the honr for as* 
sembling having arrived, the members take their places 
at the table according to rank, on the right and left of 
the presiding officer. The president is seated at the 
bead of the table, and the judge advocate immediately 
opposite to him. The prisoner and his counsel have a 
table and seats assigned them, with convenience for 
writing, on the right hand of the judge advocate, and 
the witness is seated near the judge advocate, and asu- 
aUy on his left 
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CHALLENGES AND OATHS. 

ciialieBget. When a member sliall be cbaUenged by 
a prisoner, lie must state his cause of challenge, of which 
the court shall, after due deliberation, determine the 
relevancy or validity, and decide accordingly ; and no 
challenge to more than one member at a time shaU. be 
received by the court * Peremptory chaUenges^ that is, 
challenges without cause assigned, are unknown to courts- 
martial, being prohibited by the above-quoted article. 

Challenges to the a/rray^ are, at once, an exception 
to the entire court. This might arise either from the 
want of competent authority in the officer ordering the 
court, or in its illegal organization, or from the lack 
of competency and jurisdiction in the court to proceed 
with the trial, were such challenges permitted by the 
law. Although the accused may object to every indi- 
vidual composing the court, challenges to more than one 
member at a time cannot be entertained — ^he cannot 
challenge the court generaJh/ ; " until sworn in, it is not 
competent to decide upon questions in the nature of 
pleas in bar of trial."f 

When a member is challenged^ the prisoner must state 
his objections in fulL This, together with the assertions 
or declarations, if any, of the challenged party, and of 

* 7l8t article of war. f Simmons, p. 193, note. 
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the witnesses adduced, are commi^tted to writing as part 
of the record ; and with closed doors, the court delib- 
erates and decides on the objections assigned. The chal- 
lenged member always withdraws on the clearing of the 
court, in order to pron^te freedom of discussion. Upon 
reopening the doors, the parties are called in, and the 
decision is made known through the judge advocate. 
The challenged member then resumes his seat, or with- 
draws altogether and is replaced by a supernumerary, 
if any be detailed. 

The objections of the accused, the assertions of the 
challenged party, and the declarations of the witnesses, 
are not made to the court under the solemnity of an 
oath, because prior to being itself sworn the court has 
deliberative capacity only, competent to decide on the 
validity of challenges, while the law requires each mem- 
ber to take a prescribed /oath as a necessary qualifica- 
tion for the exercise of judicial authority, and until it is 
clothed with its judicial power, no oath can be adminis- 
tered by it. • 

When it ia practicable to do so, (dl chaUengea ehould 
he admitted. It is not only right to be as mild as possi- 
ble toward a prisoner, but it is right also to let the pub- 
lic and the prisoner see that such is the case. A culprit 
should never be made to appear in the light of a martyr; 
for when this takes place, much of the advantage of pun- 
ishment is lost.* And Sir Edward Blackstonef remarks 
that upon challenges for cause shown, if the reason as- 
signed prove insufS.cient to set aside the jiu'or, perhaps 
the bare questioning his indifference may provoke re- 
sentment. Care should be taken, however, not to admit 

♦ sir a J. Napier, p. 94. f * Commentary, p. 362. 



YO MILITANT LAW AND COUBTS-MABTIAL. 

fiivolons causes as valid objections, as otherwise tlie 
prisoner miglit interrupt the course of justice to the in- 
jury of the service, it being often inconvenient to replace 
members who have been thrown out under challengea 

The jvdge dchocate should^ under particular circum- 
stances, also exercise the right of challenge^ as there 
may be members of the court as liable to objections 
for favorable dispositions toward the prisoner as the 
contrary. This right is based on the practice of courts- 
martial, and not on any provision of law, and should 
therefore be exercised only in extreme cases and with 
great caution. 

The judge advocate himself is Tvot clwUeTigeablej as 
challenges are by the article confined to the mernhere of 
the court-martiaL He is not a member, but an assistant 
to prosecute in the name of the United States, and to 
record the proceedings of the court. And yet it has 
been truly remarked* that if the judge 'advocate has a 
bias against the prisoner he has power to gratify it; 
because by being privy to all th^ consultations ^f the 
court from which the prisoner is excluded, he can, if he 
choose, bear hard upon the latter. He is also the legal 
adviser of the court, and this is not fair, even giving 
the judge advocate credit for being an honorable and 
able man ; if he be a foolish, or a prejudiced, or a dis- 
honest man, who has a spite at the prisoner, the latter 
has a most dangerous enemy to deal witL Under such 
circumstances, therefore, there can be no good reason 
why a challenge of the judge advocate for cause, should 
not at least be referred, with the grounds assigned, to 
the authority who convened the court for his orders in 

♦ Sir 0. J. Napier, p. 113. 
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the case. Nevertheless, the practice is, that the judge 
advocate is not liable to challenge. 

ChaUeagea to particular jurors have been, by lawyers, 
reduced to four heads. Causes of challenge for the con- 
sideration of courts-martial, most frequently fall under 
the third head — ^for 8UiSJ)icion of bias, prejudice, or mal- 
ice, technically termed, propter affectum — and may be 
dither a prindpdl challenge, or to the favor. 

A principal Cballenye is such where the cause assigned 
carries with it prima fade evident marks of suspicion, 
either of malice or favor : as that a juror is kin to either 
party within the ninth degree ; that he has an interest in 
the cause ; that there is an action depending between 
him and the party; that he has taken money for his 
verdict ; that he has formerly been a juror in the same 
cause ; that he is the party's master, servant, counsellor, 
steward, or attorney, or of the same society or corporar 
tion with him ; all these are principal causes of chal- 
lenge, which, if true, cannot be overruled; for jurors 
must be omni exceptione moQoree. 

Challenget to the Favor are where the party hath no 
principal challenge, but objects only some probable cir- 
cumstances of suspicion, as acquaintance and the like.* 

In this connection the followiAg decision from the 
War Department is quoted, as bearing materially upon 
this subject. 

The accused challenged a member for "bias, prejudice, 
and malice." The member " then stated that he had no 
prejudice or bias against the accused which could in 
the remotest degree interfere with his doing justice in 
the case ;" but " being challenged he requested to be 

* 3 Black's Commeiitary, p. 362. 
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relieved from sitting on the court," which the court 
refused, and overruled the challenge. The accused then 
requested that the member might be " put on his voir 
dire, in order that he might examine him as to the ex- 
tent of any prejudice he might entertain ;" which appli- 
cation the court refused. * * * "It was never doubt- 
, ed that a juror may be examined as to his bias or preju- 
dice, or his opiniobs in the matter for trial ; except that 
it was at one time held that opinions formed and ex- 
pressed, as they may be proved by extrinsic evidence, 
ought to be so proved. 

But that distinction is not now maintained in the 
courts of the country ; and an accused is now allowed 
in all cases, for the better security of an impartial trial, 
to show the mind of the juror by examining him before 
the court ; and the only exception is, where the cause of 
challenge goes to the disgrace or discredit of the juror. 

In regard to the sufficiency of the explanation made 
by the member, the court ought to have considered that 
it was not a denial, but in some degree an admission of 
bias and prejudice, qualified by the member's opinion 
that it could not influence his judgment in the triaL 
This, however, was the matter of which the court were 
to judge after inquiring into the nature and grounds of 
^ his Ijeelings toward the accused. And as to the proof in 
this regard the law allows the accused the testimony of 
the member in the mode he demanded. 

The refusal of the court to allow the accused the ben- 
efit of the necessary legal evidence to prove his cause of 
challenge would have set aside the trial, had the ver- 
dict been of conviction."* 

» G. 0. No. 21, July 27th, 1853. 
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Having maUciou^ decla/red an opinion unfavorable 
to the prisoner, is a good cause of challenge. A jury- 
man was set aside on a trial for high treason, because, 
when looking at the prisoners, he uttered the words 
^damned rascala"* This would hold as sufficient 
against a member of a court. The rule extends still far- 
ther and considers, ih^premoua eoiypression of an opinion 
on the case, as one of the most valid causes of challenge 
that can be urged. An officer was tried by a court-mar- 
tial for killing another; the prisoner challenged one of 
the members for declaring before the trial came on, that 
he deserved to die ; this was proved and admitted by the 
court to be a just and reasonable exception, and the offi- 
cer was dismissed, and another sworn in his room.f 

It is a good ground of challenge, where a member 
has been injured hy the acotieedj and for which act the 
latter is brought to trial A case is cited in which an 
officer, whose property had been stolen, was by inadvert- 
ence placed as a member on the trial The prisoner was 
found guilty ; but the sentence was remitted because of 
this circumstance.^ 

It is a good cause of challenge, when a member will 
be benefited by tlie cashiering, dismissal, or loss of rank 
of the accused, should he be liable to such a sentence in 
the event of his conviction. 

The officer comnumding the regiment, post, company 
or detachment to which the accused belongs, may be 
challenged with cause, on the supposition, that preju- 
dice may exist from previous imperfect or exparte knowl- 
edge of the circumstances inducing the trial, or that 

♦ state Trial*, O'Coigly. f Sime'a Military Library, voL IV., p. 64. 

{ Simmoiuii p. 197. 
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he had taken an active part in promoting the prose- 
cution or in bringing forward the charge. Although 
not rendering the sentence invalid^ his sitting on the 
court-martial is an inexpedient proceeding. 

It is a valid cause of challenge that a member is a 
material witness^ and summoned as such on the trial ; 
but if required to give evidence as to character only, the 
objection is not admitted If a member, not having been 
challenged, shall have tak^ the oath and his seat, and 
shall in the course of the trial be examined as a material 
witness, he is not thereby disqualified from discharging 
his duty as a member of the court-martial; circumstan- 
ces may, however, occur, which may render it a subject 
of regret that the duties of a member and a Witness 
were united, as the cross-examination is often calculated 
to irritate.* Besides, there is the fiirther objection that 
he not only hears the testimony of other witnesses, but 
is actually to decide between the degree of credit to be 
given to their evidence as compared with his own. In 
such a case the member should be authorized to with- 
draw; and this brings up the question, whether chal- 
lenges can be entertained and admitted after the mem^ 
hers Juwe been sworn f The ancient severe rule was, as 
expressed by Adye, that " No juror can^be challenged, 
without consent^ after he hath been sworn, whether on 
the same day or on a former; unless it be for some 
cause that happened since he was sworn." The more 
humane and reasonable rule now prevails in practice, 
that there is no reason of justice or of common sense 
that should preclude a prisoner from challenging, on suf- 
ficient cause, any of the members after the court is 

« SimmonBi p. 198. 
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sworn ; provided lie liad no opportunity of moving his 
objection hefore that form was gone through. An ob- 
jection cannot be said to be waived, which the objector 
has no power of urging.* 

Therefore a challenge to a member for good and suf. 
ficient cause discovered after he has been sworn, must 
be admitted as valid by courts-martial, provided the 
cause was not known to the prisoner prior to his ar- 
raignment 

On an appeal from a regimental to a general court- 
martial, the having been a member of the former, from 
the decision of which an appeal has been made to the 
latter, is held to be a sufficient cause of exception. 

It is a valid cause of challenge, if the member has 
been one of a court-martial, in which tke cvrcwmatcmoes 
about to be investigated have been discussed with 
direct application to the prisoner about to be tried. The 
discussion must have been of such a nature as to involve 
his guilt or innocence, and not merely incidental and 
without special reference to the accused. It must be 
tantamount to the expression, or at least formation, of 
an opinion having a direct bearing on the present trial 

It is also a valid ground of challenge, for a member 
to ha/ve eat on a ocywrt of ingwi/ry held to investigate the 
subject of the present accusation, whether an opinion 
upon its merits had been given or not. Military writ- 
ers, with few exceptions, uphold this rule, although 
courts of inquiry in the British service do not elicit evi- 
dence under oath, and opinions that may be formed 
must rest on data of doubtful credibility. By our laws, 
all testimony before such courts is taken tmder oath, 

♦ T/tler, p. 231. 
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and the accused has the privilege of being present, and 
croBS-exaniiningy and of introducing witnesses for his ex- 
culpation. With such testimony thus before them, it is 
impossible that members should not have, unconscious- 
ly, formed opinions, even though the opinion of the 
court, not being required, had not been put upon the 
record. 

Neither should new members be permitted, and that 
fact should be regarded as a valid cause of challenge. 
Though they may have heard the evidence, and the 
record may be read to them, and be carefully studied, 
no reason or argument can controvert the fact that it is 
at best but a loose and doubtful mode of procedure, 
not altogether compatible with the strict end of justice 
for which all coiu*ts-martial are assembled. In the mili- 
tary state more than in any other, should every avenue 
be closed, whence may proceed the slightest misgivings 
that even in the forms the prisoner may not have re- 
ceived his meed of justice. A soldier^s honor should be 
secured and guarded by all the ways and means that the 
severest administration of the laws, either as to form orf 
substance, can provide. 

gapemameraries. When supernumeraries are de- 
tailed for the couaij, they are liable to challenge, in the 
same manner and for the same causes as the regular 
members. This is both right and proper, as the super- 
nimierary member exercises more or less influence in the 
discussion of questions having a bearing on the trial, 
and may by the absence of a regular member be called 
upon to act. as such in determining the verdict. 

Should a court be redniced by challenges, hdow the 
mmi/rnwmj an adjournment eine die^ or for a limited 
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period, follows, and the facts are reported to the author- 
ity that convened the court, who may dissolve the court 
and order a new detail for the trial of the prisoner. 
The members who composed the first, may make part 
of the second court, but they are liable to challenge 
with the new membera 

The proper time for challenging a member is immedi- 
ately after the order convening the court has been read, 
and before the court is sworn. 

OATHS. 

Deflned. An oath is an affirmation, declaration, or 
promise, made by calling on God to witness what is 
said, with an invoking of his vengeance, or a renuncia- 
tion of his favor, in case of falsehood.* This impreca- 
tion of divine vengeance upon perjury is considered 
essential by the law, and upon it rest the force and 
sanction of an oath. 

OttUi taken. After the challenges, if any, and before 
proceeding upon the trial, the following oath must be 
taken by all the members of a court-martial, whether 
general, regimental, or garrison : 

" You, A. B., do swear, that you will well and truly 
try and determine, according to evidence, the matter 
now before you, between the United States of America, 
and the prisoner to be tried, and that you will duly ad- 
minister justice, according to the provisions of ** An Act 
establishing Rules and Articles for the Government of the 
Armies of the United States,'' without partiality, favor, 
or affection ; and if any doubt shall arise, not explained 
by said articles, according to your conscience, the best of 

♦ Dr. Worcester. 
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your understanding, and the custom of war in like cases ; 
and you do ftirther swear that you will not divulge the 
sentence of the coxtrt until it shall be published by the 
proper authority ; neither will you disclose or jdisoover 
the vote or opinion of any particular member of the 
court-martial^ unless required to give evidence thereof 
as a witness, by a court of justice, in a due course of law. 
So help you God."* 

The first part of the oath is taken in their capacity 
as jurors, and binds them to well and truly try a/ndde- 
termine^ according to the evidence. This obligation ex- 
tends throughout the trial including the verdict ; after 
trying the case by applying the most rigid rules to the 
evidence submitted,. they determine as to his guilt or in- 
nocence according to the evidence admitted. The second 
part refers to their duties as judges, binding them to 
admimater jtbstice^ that is, to pass sentence after convic- 
tion — ^the sentence being either prescribed or discretion- 
ary. When prescribed, it must be administered accord- 
ing to the rules and articles of war — ^when discretionary, 
according, to their consciences, the best of their under- 
standing, and the custom of war in like cases, should 
any doubt arise not explained by said articles. The re* 
mainder of the oath contains an obligation to secrecy as 
to the sentence of the coiuii, and as to the vote or opin- 
ion of any particular member of the court-martial No 
sentence of a court-martial is complete or final until it 
has been duly approved, and until so acted upon by the 
proper authority, it is but an opinion which is subject to 
alteration or revision^ and its communication would an- 
swer no ends of justice, but might in many cases tend to 

* 69th artide of war. 
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frustrate thenc With regard to the vote or opinion of 
any particular member, the obligation to secrecy is like- 
wise founded on the wisest policy. The officers who 
compose a military tribunal are in a great degree de- 
pendent for preferment and indulgence on their supe- 
riors, and this might exercise so great an influence on 
weak minds and depraved hearts, as to lead them &om 
the direct paths of justice, were this not best obviated 
by the confidence and security that every member pos- 



Another reason of a yet stronger natiu'e is, that the 
individual members may not be exposed to the resent- 
ment of parties and their connections by the sentences 
awarded. In the course of their duty, it may be ne- 
cessary daily to associate with persons against whom 
imfavorable votes and opinions have been given on a 
court-martial, so that their publicity would create the 
most dangerous animosities, equally fatal to the peace 
and security of individuals, and prejudicial to the pub- 
lic service * 

In a general court-martial, the oath is administered 
by the judge advocate ; and in the mferior courts by 
the junior member, who is also recorder and prosecutor, 
there being no judge advocate allowed them. 

As soon as the said oath has been administered to 
the respective members, the president of the court shall 
administer to the judge advocate an oath, in the follow- 
ing words : 

" You, A. B., do swear, that you will not disclose or 
discover the vote or opinion of any particular member 
of the court-martial, unless required to give evidence 

* Maoomb, p. 34. 
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thereof as a witness, by a court of justice, in due course 
of law ; nor divulge the sentence of the court to any 
but the proper authority, until it shall be duly disclosecf 
by the same. So help you God."* 

Although the court may continue to be composed of 
the same individuals, it must be reewom at the com- 
mencement of each trial, where several prisoners are to 
be tried by the same court, whether on the same or on 
different charges. 

^^ AJl persons who gi/oe evidence before a court-martial 
are to be examined on oatk or aflSnnation."f Hence 
is derived the power and authority to administer an 
oath to every witness ; but this does not apply to persons 
examined, before the court itself is sworn. By the 
practice of courts-martial, witnesses are sworn by the 
judge advocate, before the minor courts by the recorder, 
although the law is silent as to who shall administer the 
oath — ^which is as follows : 

"You swear, or affirm (as the case may be), the 
evidence you shall give in the cause now in hearing 
shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth. So help you God."J 

Should a witness — ^being an officer or soldier—* 
refuse to be sworn, he may be ordered into arrest or 
confinement, to answer charges that may be preferred 
against him for contempt of court, as a breach of good 
order and military discipline. 

The form off administering the oath has nothing to 
do with the oath itself, and yet it should be the object 
of courts-martial to adopt that ceremony, in every par- 
ticular case, which most forcibly imposes the obligation 

* 69th article of war. f )3d article of war. % IbicL 
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of speaking the trutK This can be best effected by- 
swearing witnesses according to the particular mode 
which they may deem most binding on their consciences. 

After he is sworn, the witness may be asked if he con- 
siders the oath he has taken binding on his conscience. 
If he answers aflirmatively, his answer is conclusive. 
The most correct and proper time to ask for the infor- 
mation is prior to his taking the oatL 

A witness is swam but once during the same trial, even 
when called to testify more than once, by'either, or both 
parties ; — or by the court for explanation^ 
6 



OHAPTEE IX. 

FORMATION, ADJOURNMENT, AND DISSOLU- 
TION OP THE COURT. 

Whek a court-martial is once constttmed by compe- 
tent aattaoritr, it continues in existence until dissolved 
by the same or superior authority. After having 
arraigned the prisoner ordered to be tried, it cannot, how- 
ever, be dissolved without proceeding to judgment, unless 
it be reduced below the legal number by the death or pro- 
tracted illness of members. Its dissolution may also be 
justified by the protracted illness of the prisoner, in 
which case the prisoner would be exposed to a future 
trial. Should his death put a stop to the trial, the fact 
must be established by evidence, and recorded, prior to 
the final adjournment of the court. 

The court must be ac^ournedy at any period of its 
proceedings prior to the final close of the prosecution 
and defence, on satisfactory proof pf an army surgeon if 
one is to be had, or of a private physician, that the pris- 
oner is in such a state that his health would be seri- 
ously endangered by his attendance in court. 

Should illness or other cause prevent a member from 
attending either before or after the arraignment, the 
court may adjourn from day to day for a reasonable time, 
to await his attendance ; and should the seats of several 
members be permanently vacated, and the number pres- 
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ent not fall below the minimum of five, or the number 
otherwise prescribed by the order, the court will proceed 
with the trial When the legal complement are not 
present, those in session may adjourn from day to day, 
but as they cannot constitute a court, neither can they 
exercise judicial functions in the performance of judicial 
acts. If a court be reduced below the legal minimum, 
it may adjourn for a certain period or siTie die^ accord- 
ing to circumstances, and report the fects to the con- 
vening authority, who is competent to declare the court 
dissolved. 

BEoan of Session. No proceedings of trials shall be 
carried on, excepting between the hours of eight in the 
morning and three in the afternoon, excepting in cases 
which, in th^ opinion of the officer appointing the court- 
martial, require immediate example.* 

The time and plcLce of aseemhling of a court-martial, 
can only be changed by the 'authority convening the 
same, and whenever it becomes necessary or expedient 
to change the place of meeting, authority must be 
granted by the appointing power, on proper representa- 
tions made to him by the court. 

The presiding officer of a court-martial — ^besides the 
duties and privileges of member — ^is only its organ. He 
speaks and acts for it in each case, when the partic- 
ular rule has been prescribed by law, regulation, or its 
own resolution. He announces the adjournment, when 
the prescribed hour has arrived. He cannot adopt an 
hour different from that which has been prescribed, 
without the approbation of a majority of the court 
when in session. This right of regulating its own ses- 

* 7 6th article of war. 
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sions is important and necessary, and the limitation 
placed on it by the 75th article of war, was obviously 
intended to secure full and fair deliberation. In this 
and all deliberations of the court, the equality of the 
several members was intended to be preserved.* 

A court adjourna from day to day, and may adjourn 
for a longer period if demanded by the necessities of 
the case. When the court adjourns for three days, the 
judge advocate shall report the fact to the commander 
of the post or troops, and the membera belonging to the 
command will be liable to duty during the time. When 
a court adjourns without day, the members will return 
to their respective posts and duties, unless otherwise or- 
dered. 

Courts-martial deliberate in secret, and at the request 
of a member, of the judge advocate, or of his own mo- 
tion, the presiding officer may direct the court to be 
cleared for deliberation, or for any incidental discussion. 
When cleared, no one is present besides the members 
and the judge advocate. At other times the court is 
open to the public. 

Votes. All questions of adjournment, &c., are de- 
cided by a majority of votes, and in case of a tie-vote, 
the question is decided either affirmatively or negative- 
ly, according as it has been put. 

Absence. Should a member of a court-martial, for 
any cause, absent himself fr<?m his seat pending the trial, 
the question arises, can he resume it ? It is essentially 
necessary that the testimony of witnesses should be 
evolved in presence of all the members, as no act can be 
legal that is performed -by a mere part of the court. 

* G. 0., No. 14, "War Department^ AprU 20th, 1860. 



FORMATION, ADJOTTRNMElTr, AKD DISSOLUTION. 85 

Captain Simmons cites a case,* in which a member was 
permitted to resume his seat after being absent one day. 
The reviewing officer said : " This proceeding is so direct- 
ly at variance with the practice of courts-martial and 
the principles of justice, that it may be held to affect 
the legality of the judgment of the court," and con- 
cludes his remarks by stating that "the irregularity, be- 
fore observed, has rendered nugatory the sentence of the 
court-martial" The occasional withdrawal of a mem- 
ber for a time, however limited, must suspend the exam- 
ination of a witness ; whatever is in itself unjust and 
irregular should not be tolerated even in the slightest 
degree. It is for this reason that supernumeraries are 
required to be present throughout the sessions of the 
court, that they may be properly qualified to fill a va- 
cated seat at any moment during the trial. 

There is no doubt that in justice the absent member 
should not resume his seat. But who is to decide the 
matter, and has the court the power to exclude the 
member ? The opinion of Mr. Attorney-General Gush- 
ing, in a case that occurred in the navy, throws light 
upon the subject. He says. It is true that, not having 
heard a portion of the witnesses testify, so as to judge 
of their credibility from their appearance and manner 
of testifying, he was without some of the means of 
proper judgment. Suppose he had been absent during 
a protracted and complicated trial, and came in on the 
last day to hear the arguments, not having heard the 
testimony at all, could he properly have a voice in the 
fijiding? This could hardly be. But the length of ab- 
sence determines nothing. 

♦Page 208. 
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However this may be, whether the absent member 
shall act or not upon his return, must depend on his 
own views of propriety, and not upon those of the 
court, which is nowhere clothed with power to expel a 
fellow member. When the court is organized, the ques- 
tions before them relate to the accused, and not to the 
qualifications of their brother members, of which they 
have no jurisdiction. I think they had no authority to 
exclude him from a seat in the court. 

This view of the powers of a court-martial is contrary 
to the universal practice in such cases. True, the arti- 
cles of war only authorize courts to detennine the rele- 
vancy and validity of challenges^ and to decide thereon, 
but this takes place dunng its organization, and before 
they, by their oath, assume their judicial powers, and 
by no article of war is the power conferred on the court 
to punish its own members. It is unusual, in the prac- 
tice of all courts of justice, for judges who have not 
heard the whole trial, to participate in giving judg- 
ment ; but there is no law to prohibit them from doing 
so, or to compel them if they refuse. Courts-martial 
then decide on such cases by authority of custom of ser* 
vice, and not by powers granted by statute, and as such 
custom is not prohibited by law, and has received the 
sanction of time, practice and military writers, and as its 
continuance contributes largely to the exhibition of fair- 
ness in the administration of justice, the present prac- 
tice should remain undisturbed.* 

The absence of the judge a^ocaie^ at any time during 
the progress of the trial, does not invalidate the pro- 
ceedings, and he may reisume his duties at any moment. 

* Opinions, April 11th, 1856. 
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Application for delay or postponement of trial must, 
when practicable, be made to the authority convening 
the court. When made to the court, it must be before 
plea, and will then, if in the opinion of the court well 
founded, be referred to the authority convening the 
court, to decide whether the court should be adjourned 
or dissolved, and the charges reserved for another 
court.* 

Upon application by the accused for postponement 
on the ground of the absence of a witness, it ought dis- 
tinctly to appear on his oath, 1st, that the witness is 
material, and how ; 2d, that the accused has used due 
diligence to procure his attendance ; and 3d, that he has 
reasonable ground to believe, and does believe, that he 
will be able to procure such attendance within a reason- 
able time stated-f When such an application is made 
on the part of the prosecution, courts-martial are less 
ready to grant it than when requested by the accused, 
because, as the government can fix its own time for 
holding the trial, there is no excuse for want of prepara- 
tion in any particular. The postponement or su^ension 
of proceedings in either case, cannot be demanded as a 
right, and the court may in its discretion grant or refuse 
the application. 

* lievised G. R., p. 124. f ^^t P* ^^^' 



CHAPTER X. 
OF THE TRIAL AND ITS INCIDENTS. 

In those numerous incidents of their constitution and 
mode of action, concerning winch the statute rules are 
siient, courts-martial are to be governed by the general 
principles of military law, recurring to adjudged cases, 
precedents ruled, authoritative legal opinions, and ap- 
proved books of legal exposition.* 

Detail. The trial of an officer or soldier against 
whom charges have been preferred, having been consid- 
ered necessary, a warrant issues from the proper author, 
ity for the assembling of a court-martial. The warrant 
details the members and judge advocate who are to 
compose it, as well as the time and place of meeting. 
In the detail the members will be named, and they will 
take place in the court, in the order of their rank. A 
decision of the proper authority in regard to the rank 
of the members cannot be reversed by the court. 

The court having dssembled^ the names of the mem- 
bers are called over by the judge advocate, and they 
take their seats according to rank. 

The court is then proclaimed open, and the parties in 
the cause are introduced. 

In those cases where the court may desire to forbid 
the publication of the proceedings, the president gives 

* Attomej-general'B opmions, January 3lBt, 186*7. 
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notice to that effect ; and a military man might be tried 
for disobedience of orders, should he publish any por- 
tion of the same after such prohibition. 

Order Read, &c. The order convening the court is 
now read by the judge advocate, and if the latter be 
appointed by a special warrant, or if subsequent orders 
have changed the original detail, they will likewise be 
read, in an audible voice, within hearing of the prisoner. 
The judge advocate then asts the prisoner whether he 
objects to be tried by any of the members present 
named in the order, and if so to present his cause of 
challenge. Peremptory challenges not being permitted, 
the accused must state his reasons in writing, or they 
may be recorded, as stated, by the judge advocate. 
Where two or more members are challenged, they must 
be objected to in the order of their rank, commencing 
with the senior, one member being challenged at a time, 
and each individual case settled by the court before en- 
tering upon another. In all cases where the vote is 
equally divided, the decision is given in favor of the 
party challenging. 

Cbarges. When all the objections have been acted 
upon, and there remains a legal number of members 
competent to proceed with the trial, the charges and 
specifications preferred against the prisoner are read for 
the information of the court. This, though not the 
practice of courts-martial, is deemed essential, as it for- 
* mally brings before the court the matter^ touching 
which they are about to swear that they will well and 
trukf try and determine. 

The officer who appoints the court finds the "true 
bill'' of indictment, but the judge advocate, as prosecu- 
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tor for the United States, has official right to make the 
cTiargea tedhniccilh/ correct. When, however, in the judge 
advocate's opinion the facts specified constitute one 
offence, and in the opinion of the convening authority 
they constitute another, it becomes a question as to 
whose opinion shall govern. 

" In recent orders from the head-quarters of a depart- 
ment, the arraignment and consequent trial of certain 
named soldiers, before a general court-martial, ordered 
* for the trial of such persons as may be properly brought 
before it/ is pronounced iUegdly as * not having been au- 
thorized by the department commander' — the charges 
not having been foiwarded from department head- 
quarters, but preferred on the spot. 

" It is not deemed safe, or consistent with the interests 
of military discipline, to allow this ruling to pass, unques- 
tioned, into a precedent. 

" The orders were in the usual form, nor limited by 
any accompanying instructions. Under such orders, it 
has been the long-standing and general practice of the 
service, for a court-martial, in its discretion, to try offend- 
ers against whom charges are presented, through the 
judge advocate, by the highest authority on the spot. 
The custom seems as reasonable as convenient, and can 
only be questioned by a negative inference from the 
silence of the law. It invades no rights, but protects 
the right of speedy trial It saves expense, empties the 
guard-house and makes punishment effective by prompt- *' 
ness. 

" Should the authority instituting a court-martial dis- 
regard these considerations, and limit the court to the 
trial of certain named cases or of a certain class of cases, 
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a specific form of order should then be used to express 
its intention^"* 

Additional Charges. The convening authority is not 
only competent to alter and amend the original charges, 
at any time, antecedent to the an^aigmnent, but also to 
prefer additional charges and specifications against the 
prisoner. The latter has the right to due notice of the 
additional charges, as well as to any material alterations 
in the original ones, before being callSd to plead. Sub- 
sequent to the arraignment, no additional charges can 
be entertained, ehher referring to the points in issue or 
to a distinct offence. This is based upon the practice 
of courts-martial, and on the very words of the oath 
taken by each member : " You will well and truly try 
and determine, according to evidence, the matter now 
before you." , For any offence committed either prior or 
subsequent to his aiTaignment, unconnected with the 
subject matter in issue, the prisoner is certainly amena- 
ble; but the offence must form the subject of a separate 
charge and specification, and the trial be distinct — ^tried 
by the same, or by another court-martial. The follow- 
ing bears directly upon this subject. 

" The action of the court in declining to try the addi- 
tional charges against (the prisoner), on the ground that 
he had already been tried by the court, and that all the 
means of punishment at its disposal had been exhausted 
in the sentence passed at that trial, is not approved. 
The accused was amenable to trial — subject to the legal 
limitation — while he remained in the service, and he 
was entitled to it as speedily as possible. The court 
could not know, in anticipation of the orders of the 

♦ O. 0. No, T, Head-Quarters of the army, May 20th, 1867. 
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reviewing authority, that the first trial would not result 
in the prisoner's continuance in service ; neither could 
it assume that the trial of the additional charges would 
not result in an acquittal"* 

Court Sworn. The accused being in attendance, the 
judge advocate proceeds to administer the oath as pre- 
scribed ^y the 69th article of war; after which the pres- 
ident swears the judge advocate. 

The record must show that the court was organized 
as the law requires ; that the court and judge advocate 
were duly sworn in the presence of the prisoner ; that he 
was previously asked whether he had any objection to 
any member, and his answer thereto. A copy of the 
order appointing the court, will be entered on the record 
in each case. 

It was declared in the case of Peter Clark, a seaman 
in the navy, that the proceedings were " irregular and 
void," because it did not appear on the record that the 
judge advocate had been sworn agreeably to the law. 
"The maxim well applies, that that which does not ap- 
pear should be considered as not existing ; and when it 
is considered that he is to keep the record of the evi- 
dence given, and the proceedings of the court ; and that 
upon this evidence and proceedings as recorded by him, 
the fate of the accused is ultimately to be decided, every 
reflecting mind would concur in saying that the fidelity 
of this officer should be secured by the usual sano- 
tions."f 

It was also decided in the case of Midshipman Guthrie, 
that the justice and propriety of administering the oath 

* 0. No. 20, Head-Quarters Department of Texas, June 6th, 1856. 
t Attorney-general's opinions, Dea 24th, 1838. 
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to the judge advocate, are not less apparent than its 
necessity in point of law * 

And again ; by the 69th article, it is required that 
the members of the court shaU take an oath " well and 
truly to try and determine, according to evidence, the 
matter now before you, between the United States of 
America, and the jfyrisoner to he UnedP On this point 
the record is silent ; it does not show that the members 
composing the court, acted under the obligations of an 
qath, as the law requires shall be the case. It is not 
presumable that so essential a circumstance was over- 
looked by the court ; but be this as it may, it is a mat- 
ter not open to explanation and proof The law requir- 
ing that the court shall act upon oath, that it was so 
done must be rendered manifest by the record itself, and 
can be made appai^ent in no other way. In this view, 
then, the proceedings are defective; so much so, that a 
judgment cannot be pronounced upon them.f 

In regimental and gari^on courts-martial, there being 
no judge advocate appointed, the junior membeic, who 
is also recorder, administers to the members, himself 
included, the same oath that is prescribed for the 
members of a general court-martial ; and as this oath 
enforces secrecy, the recorder does not take the par- 
ticular oath prescribed for the judge advocate. 

Whenever the same court-martial tries more prisoners 
than one, and they are arraigned on separate and dis- 
tinct charges, the court is to be sworn at the commence- 
ment of each trial, and the proceedings in each case will 
be made up separately. 

* Opinions, June 9th, 1840. 

t War Department, Sept. 29th, 1829. 
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K the prisoner or judge advocate desire a postpone- 
TThent of the trial, the application must now be made. 
It is essential that courts-martial should have a thor- 
ough knowledge of the matter to be investigated, and 
have assumed the judicial character by being sworn, be- 
fore deciding on the necessity of delaying proceedings. 
Circumstances may arise during the progress of the trial, 
when a temporary adjournment, even to the extent of 
several days, might materially further the proper devel- 
opment of the case, still, if practicable, all applications 
should be made prior to the arraignment. 

Counsel. At this stage of the proceedings, though it 
may be permitted at any time, the accused makes his 
request for the privilege of introducing his counsel. 

Arraiffniiient. The charges and specifications are now 
read to the prisoner, in open court, by the judge advo- 
cate, who arraigns him in the following terms : " Cap- 
tain A. B., — regiment of , you have heard the 

charges and specifications preferred against you ; how 
say you — guilty or not guilty ?" The pleas are made to 
the specifications to each charge in their order, and then 
to each charge. 

Pleas. The ordinary plea is, not guilty, but the ac- 
cused may plead in bar of trial, or plead guilty, or stand 
mute. 

standing Mute. When a prisoner, arraigned before a 
general court-martial, shall, from obstinacy and deliber- 
ate design, stand mute, or answer foreign to the purpose, 
the court may proceed to trial and judgment, as if the 
prisoner had regularly pleaded not guilty.* 

In all cases where the prisoner does stand mute, it is 

* 70th article of war. 
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the duty of tlie court to determine, before proceeding to 
trial, whether this is not the result of obstinacy or delib- 
erate design. The court may find that the prisoner is 
insane, in which case no further proceedings can be had, 
and the court must assign the insanity as a reason for 
not continuing the trial And if, at any time during 
the trial, it appears that the prisoner is insane, all fur- 
ther proceedings must cease for the same reason. If the 
prisoner is found mvie hy the visitation of God^ the 
court will proceed with the trial only when the prisoner 
is of competent intelligence, and can be made to under- 
stand the proceedings and evidence, and can also com- 
municate, by means of writing or conventional signs. 
Still it is a point yet undetermined, whether judgment 
of death can be given against one who hath never plead- 
ed, and who can say nothing in arrest of judgment.* 

Pleading Oniity. If the prisoner pleads " guilty" in 
open court, no evidence can be taken on the part of the 
prosecution, because no issue is made. Every thing al- 
leged is admitted, and evidence is only needed for de- 
ciding a matter in dispute. Such a plea, however, nei- 
ther precludes on the part of the accused the production 
of evidence as to fact and character, nor is it k bar to his 
making a written defence in extenuation of his offence, 
or in mitigation of punishment. The object of his plea 
may be to confine the notice of the court to the alleged 
crime as it stands on the face of the charge, and he has 
a right to any benefit flowing therefirom. Having plead- 
ed guilty,tthe accusation may be considered as virtually 
proved and the prosecution closed, as by the constitu- 
tion, a confession in open court — ^for treason, the mofet 

* 4 Blackstone, p. 524. 
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flagrant political crime — ^is held to be equivalent to the 
testimony of two witnesses. The practice df our courts 
now is, to waiai the accused of the consequences of such 
a plea, and to admit all evidence on his part in mitiga 
tion or explanation of his conduct, whether as to fact or 
character. The right of cross-examination, of course, 
exists on the part of the prosecution. 

Where the prisoner pleads guilty to the specifications^ 
but not guilty to the charge, no evidence is admitted to 
prove the allegations contained in the specification, be- 
cause they are not denied. The prosecution may, by 
argument, attempt to show that the allegations admitted 
by the prisoner do prove the crime charged.* As in 
the case of pleading guilty to the whole accusation, the 
accused may introduce evidence to excuse or palliate his 
conduct. The accused may also plead guilty to certain 
portions of a specification^ and not guilty to the remain- 
der of it. 

Pleas In Bar of Trial. These may be, either to the 
jurisdiction of the court, or what are termed special 
pleas. 

To the Juritdietion. A prisoner pleading to the juris- 
diction of the court, may allege that he is no soldier, or 
not amenable to a court-martial; or that he, being a 
soldier, is arraigned before a court-martial for a civil 
crime; or brought for trial before an inferior court, for 
a crime made cognizable by a general court-martial under 
the articles of war; or arraigned before a court not legally 
constituted either as to the authority which convened 
it, or as to the number of its members; and for these 
causes may take exception to the jurisdiction of the 

* O'Brien, p. 261. 
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court-martial When these or like causes exist to make 
the jurisdiction doubtful, the accused should plead ac- 
cordingly. 

Special Pieaii. A Special plea in bar of trial, presents 
to the court^a reason why the accused shoidd not be 
called on to answer to the charge, nor be tried for the 
offence alleged, 

Iflt. A former acquittal, or a former eoiiTletion before 
any court-martial of competent jurisdiction. These are 
made valid pleas in bar, and are authorized by the last 
clause of the 87th article of war, which enacts that no 
officer, &c., "shall be tried a second time for the same 
offence," and by article V., Amendments to the Coi^i- 
tution, which provides that no person shall be " subject 
for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life 
or limb." 

The plea of autrefois acquit^ or a former acquittal, is 
grounded on this universal maxim of the common law 
of England — ^that no man is to be brought into jeopardy 
of his life more than once for the same offence. The 
plea of autrefois convict^ or a former conviction, /or the 
same identical crime^ though no judgment was ever 
given or perhaps will be (being suspended by the ben- 
efit of clergy or other causes), is a good plea in bar to an 
indictment. Yet in many instances, where, contrary to evi- 
dence, the jv/ry ha/vefouvd the prisoner guiUy^ their ver- 
dict hath been mercifully set aside, and a new trial grant- 
ed, &c But there hath been, yet, no instance of granting 
a new trial, where the prisoner was acquitted on thejvrst!^ 

From this it follows, that former acquittals and con* 
victions are valid pleas in bar of trial, and that a second 

* Blackstone, 4, p. 336. 
7 



98 MIUTART LAW AND COtJBTS-MABTIAL. 

trial on charges upon which he has been previously con- 
victed, can only be ordered and held for the benefit of 
the prisoner and upon his own motion. The law was 
devised purely for his benefit, and can never by any 
possibility operate against him. It must also be consid- 
ered that the plea is his privilege, to be exercised or not 
at his own pleasure, and if the accused makes no use of 
it, the court cannot take cognizance of it in order to bar 
the trial. The ple^ of the prisoner alone can put the 
previous trial in issue, otherwise the action of the court 
cannot be judicially directed to it. 

The question arises, what constitutes a former aegrdt- 
tal or former conviction ? Formeriy it was considered 
to be nothing more or less, than the trial and conviction 
or acquittal of an officer, non-commissioned officer, sol- 
dier, or follower of the army, by a legally constituted 
court-martial of competent juris^ction, with the " con- 
firmation" of the reviewing authority.* 

Recent decisions seem to have somewhat modified, on 
principle, the old laws of the books, or text writers on 
OAitrefois convict and autrefois acquit. At one time 
verdict upon good indictment was required. At the 
present day verdict is not necessary. It is sufficient^ if 
the accused has been put on trial on a valid indictment; 
if he has pleaded a/nd been given in charge to the jury; 
and if there he no valid^ legal objection to proceeding to 
judgment. K mere "disapproval" by the reviewing 
authority could annihilate the trial, or, after the prosecu- 
tion had begun, new trials could be ordered indefinitely, 
the fate of the accused would remain unprotected in the 
hands of an unscrupulous superior, who, by packing a 

* OpinionB, Sept. 14th, 1818, and G. 0. No. 2, War Dept, Jan. 13th, 1844. 
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court to do his bidding, miglit bring to undeserved pun- 
ishment the most innocent of his inferiors. 

In Captain Van Bokkelin's case, the court found him 
guilty of the Ist and 2d charges^ and sentenced him to 
be cashiered ; these charges being sustained by the plea 
of the accused, and by the evidence of the prosecution. 
But it appearing that the court had rejected legal evi- 
dence offered by the defence, in refiising to allow the 
witness to be sworn upon evidence which did not go to 
his competency at all, and which, even as going to his 
credibility, was not in legal form, the secretary of war 
decided that the accused was entitled to a new trial for 
the benefit of the evidence ruled out, should he claim 
it " He will therefore be allowed to say whether he 
abides the verdict and sentence on the 1st and 2d 
charges, or claims a new trial on them." The accused 
demanded a new trial on them, which was granted, and 
the court found him guilty of both charges, and sentenced 
him to be cashiered; which sentence was confirmed by 
the President of the United States.* 

A new trial cannot, then, be ordered, unless for the 
benefit of the accused and wpon his own motion ; and, aj3 
a general rule, the rfiere a/rraignment amd pleading upon 
the same charges before a court-martial, is a vaUd plea 
in ha/r of another trial for the same offence. 

A distinction must here be made, however, between 
the illegal act of a legal court, and the act of an illegal 
court. In the former case, the accused cannot be again 
put upon his trial for the same offence ; in the latter he 
can, because the act of an illegal court is void, being 
the act of no court at alL 

* G. 0. Ka 18, War Department^ Uay 8tb, 1861. 
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A mere arrest of an officer and his discliarge without 
trial, is not a valid plea in bar. In the case of Lieuten- 
ant Gassaway, who was tried in July, 1819, he pleaded 
in bar, a former arrest on the same charges and a dis- 
charge without trial His plea was not well founded, as 
appears by the opinion of Mr. Attorney-General Wirt, 
who states that the fifth amendment to the constitution 
provides that no person shall be subject for the same 
offence, to be twice put in jeopardy for life or limb. 
But a mere arrest, even in cases punishable in life or 
limb, is not considered as constituting this jeopardy. 
The principle is derived to us immediately from the 
common law. It is a maxim of this law, that a man 
shall not be brought into danger of his life more than 
once for the same offence ; but to give the benefit of this 
maxim, it is necessary that he should have been actually 
acquitted or covmcted on a former trial^ and the record of 
this fact must be produced.* 

K former acquittal or corwiction of an act, hy a civil 
courtj is not a good plea in bar before a court-martial 
on charges and specifications covering the same act. 
The whole ground is covered by the incidents of the 
* trial of Captain Howe. He was charged with " conduct 
prejudicial to good order and military discipline," in 
cruelly beating, kicking, and maltreating a private 
soldier belonging to his command, on the 6th December, 
1839, and with this aggravation, " all of which cruelty 
did cause the death of said private, James Jones, of 
troop G, 2d dragoons." 

The court-martial convened in April, 1840. The 
second special plea in bar of trial, presented by the 

• Opinions, voL I^ p. 294. 
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accnsed, was to the effect that the charges against him 
were not proper to be tried by a court-martial, but only 
by a civil court, and that the offence, if committed at all, 
was committed within the county of St. John's, E. P., 
and that the superior court of the eastern district of 
Florida had jurisdiction in said offence. The court sus- 
tained this second plea, and decided that they could not 
take cognizance of the offence for the trial of which the 
court was convened. The commanding general disap- 
proved this decision, inasmuch as the unmilitary conduct 
charged ought to have been tried by the court-martial, 
leaving the homicide to be tried by the civil tribunal 
Out of respect to the civil authority, the commanding 
general deemed it proper to suspend all proceedings in 
the case, until the decision of the civil court should be 
made known. Captain H. would, notwithstanding, be 
subject to trial before a court-martial for any breach of 
the military law.* 

On the 20th October, 1841, Captain H. was tried be- 
fore the court of Florida, upon the indictment for man- 
slaughter which had been found against him, and was, 
by the verdict of the petit jury and the judgment of the 
court, thereof acquitted. 

The court-martial having been suspended in its pro- 
ceedings, and the impediment to the further military 
prosecution — ^the officer being in custody of the civil 
authorities at the time — Shaving been removed, the court 
was ordered to reassemble, and met on May, 10th, 1842. 
The accused now pleaded in bar, his arraignment, trial 
and acquittal, on the before-mentioned indictment for 
manslaughter, showing an authenticated transcript of 

• G. 0. Xo. 25, Ilead-Quarters of the army, Maj 22(3, 1840. 
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the record of the trial and acquittal, in the court of 
Florida. The court-martial would not admit the valid- 
iiy of such plea, and proceeded to trial. The accused 
was found guilty, and sentenced to be suspended from 
rank, pay and emoluments for twelve calendar months. 
The proceedings, finding and sentence were duly ap- 
proved and carried into execution. 

In his comments, the attorney-general says: "As- 
sault and battery, and homicide, are violations of the 
municipal laws of the place where conunitted, to be 
tried and punished by the proper tribunal of the state 
or territory whose peace is broken and laws offend- 
ed." But the same acts being done by an officer or sol- 
dier of the army of the United States, over and above 
the breach of this local law, is a breach also of the law 
of the United States, a violation of the rules and arti- 
cles for the government of the armies of the United 
States. In such a case, the offender is punishable both 
as a citizen, subject to the municipal law of the place, 
and also as a soldier, or officer, subject to the military 
Jaw of the United States. 

Such double aocoumtabiMty to two different jurisdic- 
tions and to different and double punishments, for the 
same act, making two different offences, is settled to be 
lawfdl by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the case of Moore vs. the state of Uli- 
noia That is to say, the rule of the military law which 
decides that an officer or soldier, though tried, on the act 
of killing his superior officer, for murder by the civil 
magistrate, is not the less triable afterward for mutiny 
by the military law, is in complete accordance with es- 
tablished rules of common civil jurisprudence. This 
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case disposes of the question of cmtrefois acquitj or of 
autrefois con/vict at common law, or of double jeopardy 
of life and limb, for the same offence, in the amendments 
of the constitution ; for the courts say unequivocally, 
that when an act offends against two jurisdictions, and 
has distinct criminal relations by each, " either or both" 
of the jurisdictions may pumsh the act, it being the 
case of punishment of two offences, not of two punish* 
ments for one offence.* 

Analogous to the plea of autrefois convict, is the fact 
of having heen prevumah/ punished for the same offence. 
Such a plea in our service must be considered, at best, 
of doubtfiil validity, as no superior in the army is em- 
powered to punish an inferior without due process of 
law; and the assumption and exercise of such authority 
over an inferior could do no more than influence the 
court toward the infliction of a lenient sentence, in the 
event of conviction. Were a commanding officer em- 
powered by law to inflict certain kind and degree of 
punishment for certain specified offences, the exerci8e\>f 
this power would constitute a valid plea, unless fresh 
circumstances, previously unknown, rendered the punish- 
ment inflicted not at all commensurate with the increas- 
ed gravity of the offence. 

2d A pardon may be pleaded in bar of trial ; if fidl, 
it at once destroys the end and purpose of the charge, 
by remitting that punishment which the prosecution is 
calculated to inflict.f 

After the termination of the Mexican war, the Presi- 
dent directed it to be announced " that deserters from 
the army, at large, may peaceably return to their homes 

* Cushing, April 7th, 1854. f Blackstone, 337. 
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without being subject to punishment or trial on account 
of such desertion.* 

A case is cited by Simmon8,f in which the court were 
of opinion that the forgiveness of the prisoner, by his 
commanding officer, of this same crime of desertion now 
preferred against him, and the prisoner having been or- 
dered to duty subsequent to such foi^iveness, did 
amount to a pardon ; which opinion was confirmed by 
the field-marshaL 

8d. The prisoner may plead in bar, the statute of iim- 
itatfon, prescribed by the 88th article of war in these 
words : " No person shall be liable to be tried and pun- 
ished by a general court-martial for any offence which 
shall appear to have been committed more than two 
years before the issuing of the order for such trial, un- 
less the person, by reason of having absented himself, 
or some other manifest impediment, shall not have been 
amenable to justice within that period." When this 
plea is preferred by the accused, it is decisive, imless 
the prosecution can show that the prisoner was not amen- 
able to justice within the time limited, by reason of 
absence or other manifest impediment. 

In the case of Captain Howe, a plea of this kind was 
made, which was overruled by the court. The facts 
were these : a general court-martial was ordered on the 
10th of April, 1840, within seven months after the of- 
fence had been committed, to try the charges, &a; and 
the accused pleaded in bar certain proceedings against 
him, for the same act, pending before a civil court, thus 
himself showing to the court-martial the impediment 
that existed. The action and proceedings of the court- 

* G. 0. No. 35, War Department, July 6th, 1848. f ^a«e 217. 
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inai*tial were suspended because of that impediment, 
whicli was not removed until the 20tli of October, 1841. 
On the 2d of March, 1842, the trial of Captain Howe 
was ordered to be proceeded with, by the reassembling 
of the court-martial on the 10th of May, then next, 
which was done accordingly. 

The prosecution was therefore ordered in four months 
and four days after the impediment was removed, mak- 
ing less than eleven months of delay in prosecuting the 
offence ; and the court therefore decided that the prose- 
cution was within the exception and saving of the statute, 
which decision was affirmed by the commanding general. 

The attorney-general states that the suspension of the 
proceedings, because of the pending indictment before 
the court of Florida, and the respect so paid to the civil 
magistrate and civil proceedings, were justified by the 
33d article of war, as also by precedents, sound reason, 
and a just principle, that the military authority should 
respect and await an instituted proceeding of the civil 
authority, in cases where they have concurrent jurisdic- 
tion over persons who have offended against both the 
municipal law and the military law. 

So long as the civil magistrate holds the party in ac- 
tual physical custody, he holds him rightfolly ; and the 
military authorities are bound to aid him in this respect. 
But if the party escape from the sheriff, or if he be re- 
leased on bail, or if he be tried and acquitted, or if he 
be tried and convicted, in each of these cases, so soon as 
he leaves the manual custody of the civil magistrate, he 
reverts to the authority of his military superior. In aU 
the predicaments of life, he continues to be evb vexiUo. 
The sacramentum mUita/re clings to him indissolubly. 
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until he is discharged by death, or by the lawful act of 
the President. 

Where the accused makes 1m plea hut waives it, and 
insists on his trial, the court-martial cannot enter upon 
it. In reference to this point, the attorney-general ob- 
serves : " That the prompt prosecution of offences was 
considered as essential to the general discipline and 
moral purity of armies ; that the design of the rule was 
to discourage that ill-judged lenity which is so well 
calculated to destroy the efficiency of an army, &c. 
The rule, therefore, being bottomed on these grounds of 
public policy, I don't think that it is competent to an 
individual to waive it ; or that a court-martial can pro- 
ceed, even at the application of the aiTested party, to 
examine into offences of more than two years' standing 
previous to the order summoning the court, unless the 
prosecutor can show that the party accused, by reason 
of absence or other manifest impediment, had not been 
amenable to justice within the time limited by the arti- 
cle."* 

4th. The accused may also plead a total or partial 
want of speciflcatton to the charge as to matter, or as to 
time, where time is an essential ingredient of the offence, 
or necessary to fix the identity. This plea can be made 
on the ground that the specification was entirely want- 
ing, or that, being couched in such vague terms and not 
pointing to any specific crime, it did not admit of a part- 
icular defence ; and that, moreover, it could not permit 
the plea of this previous trial in bar of another prosecu* 
tion for the same identical offence. If admitted, the 
plea would not bar a trial upon charges where the facts 

* Wirt, July 25th, 1820 
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were specifically set fortli, and for this reason such ob- 
jections are usually reserved until the defence, or are 
made the subject of remark subsequent to pleading, 
since the course of the prosecution would elicit the fiwjts 
that were intended to cover the charge, and the finding 
of the court would save the accused from a second trial 
for the same offence. 

Where the court has entered on the investigation, the 
total want of specification may be urged as good and 
sufficient reason for declining all defence, and would 
render the proceedings of none effect, as under the cir- 
cumstances no sentence could be enforced. Simmons 
cites a case, where the accused pleaded " Not guilty. I 
do not know what crime I am tried for," to the charge 
of " disgracefdl conduct, he having been repeatedly guilty 
of offences by wliich he is deemed unworthy to remain 
in his majesty's service." The court, however, found him 
guilty, and recommended him to be discharged, &c. The 
decision of the judge advocate general was, that the 
charge was so absolut^y defective in all legal respects, 
that it was impossible to confirm a finding of guilt there- 
on; and that he considered any revision of the sentence 
out of the question, as no sentence of punishment could 
be properly adjudged or enforced upon a charge not sup- 
portable by law. 

5th. The prisoner may make a plea in abatement, 
which is usually a misnomer, or false addition. The 
court is competent to permit the flaw or error to be cor- 
rected, upon the representation of the accused; "for it 
18 a rule upon all pleas of abatement, that he. who takes 
advantage of a flaw must, at the same time, show how 
it may be amended."* In case of a misnomer, the pris- 

* 4 Blackstone's Com., 334. 
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oner is bound to give his real name, and the charges as 
corrected, or new charges made according to his aver- 
ments, may be tried by the court. The effect of this 
plea is, to delay the proceedings. 

The same may be said of a plea made because no copy 
of cha/rges was furnished the prisoner, or that there is a 
material variance between the copy furnished him and 
that upon which he is aiTaigned. In either case the 
proceedings will be delayed, to allow proper time for 
the prisoner to prepare to meet and defend himself from 
the accusations. 

Form. In making these pleas there is no special form 
required by courts-martial. The prisoner states his plea 
in writing, or his verbal statement is taken down by the 
judge advocate. In all cases, when necessary, the pris- 
oner is of right permitted to call up evidence to sub- 
stantiate his objections, and is also at liberty to address 
the court. The prosecution may bring in rebutting evi- 
dence, and is entitled to a reply. All this goes upon 
the record. 

Where the plea is not admitted by the court, the pris- 
oner has still the privilege of pleading to the general 
issue, guilty or not guilty. Should he adhere to the 
unadmitted plea, and refuse to plead guilty or not guilty, 
the court will proceed as if he had stood mute, or plead- 
ed not guilty. 

Wot Oniity, The most usual plea offered is, " Not 
guilty," upon which the trial proceeds. The pleas are 
ahvays recx>rded. 

witneMes. The judge advocate now calls in his first 
witness, and, if necessary, clears the court-room of all 
persons who may have been summoned, as it is a general 
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rule to exclude all such on both sides, during the exam- 
ination of any witness. 

Previous to the introduction of the first witness, the 
judge advocate may open the case by such a statement 
of its merits and view of the evidence as he may deem 
expedient, restricted, however, to language perfectly re- 
spectful to the court, not foreign to the charges, and not 
reproachful to the accused. This method of opening the 
trial is almost unknown in the practice of our courts- 
martial, and should only be resorted to when the in- 
tricacy of the case demands a prefatory statement that 
will cause the testimony to be better appreciated and 
more easily applicable. Thisistatement must appear, in 
full, upon the record. 

When the judge advocate intends to request the aa- 
distance of the person who has preferred the accusation, 
the latter, if also a witness, should be the first examined, 
and his examination should be so complete as to pre- 
clude the necessity of calling him to testify again after 
he has heard the testimony of other witnesses. Cases 
may occur where, after having heard some or all of the 
evidence, a person may be called as a witness. This fact 
does not render him incompetent, though it may affect 
his credibility. 

Competency. When a witness is produced, any ob- 
jection to his competency ought to be stated before he 
takes the oath. 

The witness is sworn by the judge advocate, and his 
name, rank, regiment, or corps, or distinctive condition, 
is recorded at length, so that he may be readily identi- 
fied by the description. 

The examination of wttnes&es is invariably in the 
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presence of each member of tlie court, because the coun- 
tenance, looks, and gestures pf a witness add to, or de- 
tract from the weight of his testimony. The witnesses 
are sometimes directed to give a narrative of what they 
know in relation to the matter under investigation, as 
affording in many cases the most natural method of de- 
tailing the circumstances and facts in the order of time, 
thus presenting a dear and consistent statement. The 
usual and preferable mode of conducting the examina- 
tion, however, is by interrogation — ^by question and an- 
swer — ^as being the more certain, direct, and searching 
means of eliciting evidence. 

All evidence whatever i^ould be reoorded on the pro- 
ceedings, in the order in which it is received by the 
court, and, if possible, in the very words of the witness. 
Should the judge advocate use his own language, he 
constitutes himself the judge of the shade of meaning 
intended, and may not convey the proper idea to the 
minds of the members, or to the reviewing authority. 
It is best, therefore, to record the very words and pecu- 
liarity of expression, for the benefit of those who are to 
decide on the evidence. K there be any doubt as to 
tne idea intended, the necessary explanation must be 
elidted from the witness himself. 

A witness may refresh his memory by referring to a 
memorandv/m of facts that he may have made, but this 
does not permit his reading a written statement of the 
testimony he is to give. The opposite party, when 
cross-examining, must be allowed to inspect the memo- 
randum used by the witness. 

Where the witness is too iU to attend the court, the 
latter may adjourn to the room of the former to receive 
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liis evidence, but the wTiole court must attend for that 
purpose. This, of course, would only be done where the 
witness was at a convenient distance, as at the same post 
where the court is convened 

]>eposiaon. On the trial of cases not capital, before 
courts-martial, the depoeibum of witnesses not in the line 
or staff of the army, may be taken before some justice 
of the peace, and used in evidence ; provided the prose- 
cutor and person accused are present at the taking of 
the same, or are duly notified thereof* 

The 74th article of war by providing, under certain 
restrictions and in cases not capital, that depositions 
may be taken, jiegatives their allowance in other cases ; 
and the existence of the provision sufl&ciently proves 
that without it, such testimony would not be compe- 
tent, even in those minor ca8es.f 

CompniAory Attendance. Officers and soldiers, and 
other persons connected with the army may be com- 
pelled to appear before a court-martial; and the above- 
quoted article supplies to some eirtent the deficiency of 
law in this regard with respect to non-military persons, 
by providing that their testimony may be taken by de- 
position« Why compulsory process is not permitted in 
the case of civilians, arises very naturally from the ex- 
cessive jealousy of the military state that has always 
existed in free governments, and the repugnance of a 
free people to be brought under military control even 
in the cause of justice and right. It is indirectly but 
another proof of the entire subordination of the mili- 
tary to the civil power. 

The custom has obtained of reading the charges and 

* f 4th article of war. f Attomej-general's oinmons, June 30th, 1630. 
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specifications, or portions of them, to a witness as soon 
as he is sworn, and prior to his examination* This is 
most objectionable as a rule, and is in direct variance 
with the practice of civil tribunals, which, by analogy, 
are Our safest guides in the absence of law or regulation- 
Whenever the reading of the specification may operate 
as a leading question to the witness, either as to time, 
place, or particular words and expressions, it should of 
necessity be omitted ; and as it is difficult to draw the 
distinction between cases in which this method should 
be observed or omitted, the rule should be fixed that all 
examinations of witnesses be by interrogation, and that 
the specifications be read to him and he put on a narra- 
tive, only in clear and imobjectionable cases, and as rare 
exceptions to the general rule. 

All questions to a witness are reduced to writing by 
the individual originating them, whether he be the judge 
advocate, the accused, or a member of the court The 
question is read aloud and entered upon the recoixi by 
the judge advocate, ^d if no objection be made to it by 
the opposite party or by the court, it is addressed to 
the witness. Either party and any member of the court 
may object to the putting of any question that is pro- 
posed, and whenever objection is made, the court is 
deared and a majority of votes determines whether or 
not it shall be put. If the question is rejected it shall 
not be expunged from the record, except by permission 
of the court and with the consent of both parties, but 
shall appear in the proceedings with the decision of the 
court thereon. 

In all cases the cdurt must have the statements for 
and against the propounding of a question, recorded for 
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the information of the reviewing authority; but the 
court may decline receiving any protest agaiDst any of 
its decisions. When the judge advocate considers a 
question as too objectionable to be read in the hearing 
of the witness, his duty is, to ask the court to be cleared 
before reading it, and have their decision upon it, as 
witnesses may be instructed by improper questions, even 
when not admitted. 

A question pid by the court cannot be objected to by 
either party, as the court is the sole judge of what evi- 
dence is to be admitted or rejected ; and neither party 
can insist on b, question being put, that has been reject- 
ed — the decision of the court being final A question 
put by an individual member, if accepted, is recorded 
bahy tke court; if rejected, B»hy a Tnember. 

The witness being sworn, the party who produces 
him, proceeds with the examination which is called the 
eoxmiinatiorb in chief ; the opposite party then examines 
him in what is styled the cross examination ; the party 
that introduced the witness can quOTtion him upon such 
points as the opposite party may have touched upon, — 
this is called the re-examfiinaiion. It is customary and 
best for the court to defer questioning the witness until 
after his entire examination by both parties has been 
concluded, although the court is competent to question 
at any time. It is essential to the regularity of the pro- 
ceedings of a court-mHrtial, that this mode of examining 
witnesses be strictly adhered to, as indiscriminate ques- 
tioning is ^pt to confuse the witness and perplex the case. 

Pending his examination, the witness has a right to 
explain the evidence he has given, but entries already 
made in the proceedings are not, as a consequence, to 
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be erased or expunged; and tte court may call upon 
him to explain any doubt that may arise after his exam- 
ination has closed. When deemed necessary by the 
court or desired by a witness, the record of his evidence 
when completed is read over to hvm immediately before 
he leaves the court, and he is desired to correct it if 
erroneous, and any remark or explanation is entered on 
the proceedings; but thef testimony should not be read 
to him, or he be permitted to refer to it, when under or 
previous to cross-examination, as such a course might 
defeat the very ends and purposes of a cross-examina- 
tion. No erasure or obliteration is permitted under any 
circumstances, as it is absolutely necessary that the 
reviewing authority should. have the most ample means 
of judging, both of discrepancies in the testimony of 
witnesses and of incidents that have been made the sub- 
ject of comment by either party. Immaterial questions, 
or such as have been put inadvertently and answered, 
might be eayp^u/aged^ the parties not objecting, but it is 
not advisable to fom>w such precedents. It is best to 
make a minute of the sense of the court on the matter 
inadvertently admitted, for the benefit of the reviewing 
authority. After having left the court, and even on a sub- 
sequent day, a witness may request to be readmitted in or- 
der to correct or amend the evidence he may have given. 

Should the prisoner, having closed his cross-examinar 
tion, think proper subsequently td recciJl the prosecu- 
tor's witness in his defence, the witness will then be 
subject to cross-examination by the prosecution. 

Although either party may have concluded his case, 
or the regular examination of a witness, yet, should a 
material question have been omitted, it is usually sub- 
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mitted by the party for the consideration of the court, 
who generally permit it to be put.* 

During the prosecution, aU the testimony/ in substan- 
tiation of the charges . and specifications must be pro- 
duced, and no further evidence shall be permitted in 
proof of the facts specified, after the prosecution is 
closed. The protection to the prisoner of his particular 
line of defence, demands a rigid adherence to this rule. 

When the proseauUori is closed^ the judge advocate 
must enter upon the record a minute to that effect. 

i>effeiiee. The accused then enters on his defence, 
but before proceeding he may deem it essential to have 
a day or two for preparation, which is always granted 
by the court at his request. He then begins his defence 
by first examining his witnesses, reserving his address 
to the conclusion of such examination ; or he may pre- 
mise the examination of witnesses with a statement of 
those defences which he means to support by evidence, 
deferring his remarks on the address and testimony 
offered on the part of the prosecution, until after the 
examination of his own witnesses. 

The above is strictly in accordance with the customs 
of courts-martial ; that is, to cbee with the prosecution 
upon the entire matter in issue, before calling in wit- 
nesses for the defence. Where, however, the charges 
and specifications to be investigated are exceedingly 
voluminous, and the hearing of the testimony requires 
a considerable length of time, a departure from the 
usual mode of proceeding may be justified for obvious 
reasons, and the court may order the production of the 
evidence on each separate charge, as far as practicable, 

* SiinmoDS, p. 226. 
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before proceeding with the next. / This would simplify 
the deliberations of the court, and the labors of the re- 
viewing authority, as the evidence on the. part of the 
prosecution and .defence would thus be brought in jux- 
taposition.* 

Address. The prisoner having finally closed his ex- 
amination of witnesses, may request reasonable time for 
the preparation of his written defence. He oflfers in 
this address such statement or argument as he may 
deem conducive to weaken the force of the prosecution, 
by placing his own conduct in the most favorable light. 
He has a right to construe the evidence adduced in any 
way, to draw any deductions from it, and to explain all 
that may seem to bear against him by argument from 
facts established, but he has no right to testify for him- 
self by statements not supported by the testimony be- 
fore the court, or to introduce documents or other evi- 
dence which he has neglected to present at the proper 
time. The utmost liberty consistent with the interest 
of parties not before the court, and with the respect due 
to the court itself, should at all times be allowed the 
prisoner. As he has an undoubted right to impeach, 
by evidence, the character of the witnesses brought 
against him, so is he justified in contrasting and remark- 
ing on their testimony, and on the motives by which 
they or the prosecutor may appear to have been infiu- 
enced. All coarse and insulting language is, however, 
to be avoided ; nor ought invective ever to be^indulged 
in ; the most pointed defence may be couched in the 
most refined language. 

It is the practice in our service to allow the prisoner 

♦ Pillow's trial, pp. 12, 384. 
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the privilege of having his address read to the court by 
his p?'ofessional cotmselj or by a military friend. There 
is no substantial reason ^or any prohibition in this re- 
gard, and the rigid practice in Great Britain has, of late 
years, been changed, and the cases have been frequent 
where professional counsel have been permitted to read 
the written defence. In all cases, at the request of the 
prisoner, the judge advocate must read the defence, it 
being his duty to read alL jfapers for the court, that 
may be handed him by the prisoner. 

Pleas In Bar of jTadgmeiit. A prisoner in his defence 
may not. only negative the allegations contained in the 
charges aUd specifications, but may bring forward any 
matters of excuse or justification, embodying the sub. 
stance, and in place of pleas in bar of trial. There are 
also certain grounds of exemption from the censure of 
the law, that may be brought forth in evidence, embody- 
ing the matter and in place of pleas in bar of jvdgment^ 
such pleas being seldom or never made^ 

Sir William Blackstone observes : " All the several 
pleas and excuses which protect the committer of a for- 
bidden act from the punishment which is otherwise an- 
nexed thereto, may be reduced to this single considera^ 
tion, the want or defect of wilL To constitute a crime 
against human laws, there must be, first, a vicious will, 
and secondly, an unlawful act consequent upon such 
vicious will." He then particidarizes three cases, in 
which the wiU does not join with the a^t : 

1. Where there is a defect of understanding. 

2. Where there is understanding and wiU sufficient 
residing in the party, but not caUed forth and exerted 
at the time of the action done. 
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8. Where the action is constrained by some outward 
force and violence. 

Of the excuses which may be considered by a court- 
martial, hmacy and intoancaiion belong to the first class ; 
misfortwne and ignorance may be referred to the second ; 
and compulsion or necessity to the third. 

AiMointe Insanity, like total idiocy, excuses from the 
guUt, and of course from the punishment of a crime 
committed during this incapacity, but if the lunatic has 
lucid intervals and reason sufficient to discern right 
from wrong, he must be held to answer for what he does 
in those intervals. So far the law is clear and explicit, 
but difficulties arise in the case of alleged ofunes com- 
mitted by persons afflicted with insane delusions in 
respect to one or more particular subjects or persons, 
but not insane in other respects. 

Intoxication is looked upon by the law as an aggrar 
vation of the offence, rather than as an excuse for any 
criminal act; and the practice of courts-martial is 
almost imiversally based on the maxim, that he who is 
guilty of any offence whatever, through his voluntary 
drunkenness, shall be punished for it as much as if he 
had been sober.* Experience teaches us that drunken- 
ness is the prolific source of most of the serious offences 
committed in the military state, and the only way of 
eradicating the evil is by not overlooking the cause in 
punishing the crime. Besides, the ease with which 
drunkenness can be counterfeited would render it a 
ready and safe doak for palliating the enormity of a 
crime, were it the custom thus to privilege one offence 
by the commission of another. 

* 1 Hawk., 3. 
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Mtarortniie, or ciiaiice. It is held that an accidental 
mischief caused by the performance, of a lawful act, ex- 
cuses the party from all guilt ; but if the mischief be 
the result of an unlawful act — not merely technically 
illegal, but morally vicious — ^his want of foresight is no 
excuse.* 

i^noranee, or mistake, is a defect of will — as where 
a man intending to do a lawful act does an unlawful 
one. Suppose a soldier, firing at a target by order of 
his superior, kills a bystander, such an act is not crimi- 
nal A mistake, however, as to a point of law, is no sort 
of defence in criminal charges ; neither is ignorance of 
the laws and rules for the government and regulation of 
the army, or any order officially published, with which 
it may be the duty of officers of the army to be familiar, 
admitted as an excuse for their non-observance. 

Compnision, or inevitable necessity, is a plea that may 
frequently come in question before courts-martial, and 
therefore requires particular notice. These are a con- 
straint upon the will, by which a man is urged to do 
that which his judgment disapproves, and which, it is 
presumed, his wiU, if left to itself would reject. As 
punishments, therefore, are only inflicted for the abuse 
of that free will which God has given to man, it is 
highly just and equitable that a man should be excused 
for those acts which are done through imavoidable force 
and compulsioiLf This excidpation, admitted by the 
common law to arise from compulsion, courts-martial 
would be disposed to extend to acts performed in obe- 
dience to the ^rder of a military superior. If death 
ensue from the fire of a soldier acting under the illegal 

• 4 Black., 26. t ^ Black., 26. 
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orders of his superior, such order would not justify the 
act in the eye of the common law; and the fioldier 
equally with his superior would be guilty of murder ; 
yet a court-martial would probably consider suclGi neces- 
sity as a justification of the act of the soldier. True, 
the -law demands strict obedience to the " lawful com- 
fnandiS "* of a superior. Unlawful or illegal orders are 
therefore not obligatory, and it is lawfiil in a military 
sense^o disobey an unlawful command of a superior. 
As the recipient of the order must of necessity be the 
judge of its Jegality to the extent of his obedience, he 
disobeys the order at his peril As long as the com- 
mands are not decidedly and flagrantly in opposition to, 
or in violation of, the laws of the land or the established 
customs of war, and therefore apparently unlawful to a 
common understanding without particular reflection or 
consideration, so long must the commands of a superior 
meet with prompt and unhesitating obedience. Hesita- 
tion in a soldier is, under certain circumstances, a 
crime ; and hesitation is inseparable from reflection and 
consideration; reflection and consideration, therefore, 
must, in some sense, be considered as a military offence. 

In cases where the legality is doubtful, the safest rule 
is obedience, " for in all such cases ah officer should act 
upon the reasonable presumption that his superior was 
authorized to issue an order, which he might be author- 
ized to issue. If he acts otherwise, he does so at his 
peril, and subjects himself to the risk of being punish- 
ed for disobedience of orders."f 

Another species of compidsion or necessity, sometimes 
pleaded in cases of mutiny or rebellion, arises from 

♦ 9tlj article of war. f G. O., No. 34, war department, September 4th, 1852. 
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threats or menaces whicli induce a fear of death or other 
bodily harm, and which take away, for that reason, the 
guilt of many crimes and misdemeanors ;* but the pres- 
ent fear of death is the only force that does excuse, and 
this force and fear must continue aU the time the party 
remains with the mutineers or rebels, and must be shown 
to have been actual force or fear, and not the resultant of 
an excited imagination. The following case is applica- 
ble to the subject and illustrates it. In 1813, a sergeant 
of His Majesty's 60th regiment of foot, who had orig- 
inally deserted from the French, entered that regiment 
by a voluntary enlistment. On the advance of the 
army into Spain, under the Duke of Wellington, he was 
taken prisoner by the French. To save his life, forfeit- 
ed by the act of desertion, he entered into the oarps des 
krangers^ set apart in the French service for such men, 
as an inducement to them to return to it. At the bat 
tie of Victoria, he was again taken prisoner by the 
English, and a general court-martial was ordered to try 
him for desertion. The first sentence acquitted him of 
the act of desertion^ there being the powerful induce- 
ment to the act, with the view of saving his life : but 
the sentence was revised, and it is stated, that on revis- 
ion, he was sentenced to suffer deaik^ and was after- 
ward shot in the presence of that division of the army 
to which he belonged. It is alco understood that it 
w^ intimated to the court, that the excuse pleaded by 
the prisoner was inadmissible, as he should have prefer- 
red death rather than to have entered the service of the 
enemy.f 

The facts, in the above cited case, seem not to have 

• 4 Black, 29. . f Hough, p. 364 
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been clearly stated. For, if he was tak^n priaoTier by 
the French and entered their service to save his life, the 
act, though most reprehensible, was not desertion^ the 
circumstances amounted to compulsion, pro timore mor- 
tis^ and he was therefore excusable. Jf, however, he 
actually deserted from the English, and afterward fall- 
ing into the hands of the French, he thus endeavored 
to save his life, the verdict of the court-martial was 
just, and he deserved to die for desertion. 

Reply. The prisoner having closed his defence by 
delivering his written address, the judge advocate has 
the right to reply. By a rqphf is meant, a right of re- 
marking by argument upon the evidence in general, 
and upon the address of the accused, a^d of controvert- 
ing by testimony any new matter that may have been 
introduced by the accused in his examination in chief 
of witnesses. He can, however, only adduce fresh 
evideijce when new matter has been introduced in 
the defence; as, for example, a prisoner is charged 
with mutiny, and the charge is clearly proved, but 
in his defence the prisoner brings evidence to show 
that he committed the act under compulsion, against 
his own will, and in fear of his life. This being new 
mutter^ to which the evidence of the prosecution does 
not at all apply, and which could not in reason have 
been anticipated, the judge advocate is permitted to 
refute it, if possible, by the examination of witnesses 
or the production of documents. So also, should the 
accused have entered on an examination reflecting on 
the credibility of the witnesses for the prosecution, the 
judge advocate is allowed not only to address the court 
in reply, but also to examine witnesses to the new mat- 
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ter fop the purpose of re-establishing the cJuiracter of his 
witnesses, whose testimony has been impeached. 

The court, being the judge of what is new matter, 
must be extremely watchful to prevent the judge advo- 
cate from examining any point not introduced as new 
matter by the prisoner. Neither should he be peionit- 
ted to examine on any points which might have been 
foreseen prior to the defence of the accused. For Lord 
Ellenborough has well remarked : " K any one fact be 
adduced hy the defendant^ to which an answer can be 
given, the plaintiff must have an opportunity given for 
so doing; but this must be understood of a specific 
fact, he cannot go into general evidence in reply to the 
defendant's case; there is no instance in which the 
plaintiff is entitled to go into half his case, and reserve 
the remainder." 

When the judge advocate has been allowed to adduce 
evidence in his reply, to controvert new matter introduced 
by the defence, the accused is permitted to cross-examine 
such witnesses to the extent of the examination in chief. 
In this case, he is also entitled to a rejoinder in which 
he may attempt to invalidate its effect ; but he is not 
permitted to call witnesses except for the purpose of re- 
establishing the credit of such witnesses as may have 
been impugned by the witnesses for the prosecution in 
the reply. 

A second r«ply, or surrejoinder may be allowed 
to the prosecution, to an extent limited by the argu- 
ments of the accused in his rejoinder. But where these 
various addresses are necessary and called. for, receut 
practice and usage have been more in accordance with 
the prevailing impression, as it is laid down by Sir 
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Charles J. Napier, that " the prisoner has the right to 
speak lasf This is more conformable with the gen- 
erous principles of the military law, derived not from 
the written rules and articles, but from the custom of 
war. 

Recall uritaeMet. After the prosecution and defence 
are closed, and the court has been cleared for deliberar 
tion. it is still competent for a court-martial to recall a 
witness for such examination as may be deemed essen- 
tial, the parties, however, being present. And indeed, 
the court is at liberty, at any stage of the proceedings 
hefore the jmdmg^ to recall evidence for such purpose, 
but this does not authorize the court to originate evi- 
dence by calling witnesses not produced by either 
party. The extreme limit, in this respect, to which a 
court is justified in going by the custom of service, is 
the calling as a vritness, any individual alluded to in 
the evidence before the court, for the purpose of eluci- 
dating any doubtftd point. 



CHAPTER XI. 

THE FINDING. 

The judge advocate and prisoner liaving laid their 
case before the court, the latter is cleared for deliberar 
tion, in order to decide upon the question of guilt 

A iiiir copy of tiie record of the proceedings is read 
0T«r by the judge advocate, which answers the purpose 
of bringing to the view of the members, the entire evi- 
dence in a connected chain. As the fair copy is daily 
compared with the original manuscript in the presence 
of the court, during the reading of the previous day^s 
proceedings by the judge advocate, the members are 
positive that it is a faithful record of the evidence. In 
intricate cases and where the testimony is voluminous, 
the judge advocate shall be prepared with an index for 
easy reference to the record. 

In deliberating upon the evidence, and its bearing 
upon the several points of accusation involved in the 
sp^ifications, it is the practice of courts-martial for 
members to indulge in a free and open (xmversaiion^ 
with a view to a more ftdl and correct understanding 
of the case in its various ramifications, and, if possible, 
to harmonize conflicting opinions, in regard to the rela- 
tions existing between the facts as alleged in the specifi- 
cations and the crime as set forth in the charge. In this 
discussion, the utmost care should be had by each mem- 
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ber not to intimate his own final opinion and vote, bo t' 
as to avoid any influence that sucli intimation might 
have on the vote or opinion of another, otherwise it 
would have the eflfect of counteracting the intention of 
the law, which requires the junior to vote first. 

Mr. Tytler very properly remarks, that the " members 
should reason and deliberate separately on each charge 
(and specification) ; candidly discussing the import of 
the evidence, and allowing its fiill weight to every ail- 
ment or presumption in favor of the prisoner." The 
paramount object of every member should be perfect 
impartiality. He should divest himself of every desire 
to see the innocent suflfer or the guilty escape; shoxdd ♦ 
not permit false pity or undue severity to influence his 
judgment; and should keep constantly in mind the re- 
quirements of his oath, to "well and truly try and deter- 
mine according to evidence the matter" now before him, 
and to " duly administer justice without partiality, favor 
or affection." 

At this stage of the proceedings, the duty of the judge 
advocate being simply to act as registrar of the court, 
and to advise on legal points when his opinions may be 
claimed, he necessarily abstains from making any re- 
mark by which his judgment as to the guilt or inno- 
cence of the prisoner may be ascertained. 

The court must bear in mind that the^ are bound to 
exhaust all the charges and specifications that have 
tome before them, by expressly acquitting or corimctmg 
the prisoner, severally, of each specification and of each 
charge. 

Totinff. Having ascertained that the members are 
ready for the vote, after fuU examination of the evidence 



and mature deliberation thereon, the president signifies 
the fact to the judge advocate. The latter then reads, 
in consecutive order, the specifications to the 1st charge, 
and then the first charge, and so on with the other 
charges and specifications ; taking the votes in succes- 
sion, by addressing each member, beginning " with the 
youngest in commission.''* 

The judge advocate notes the vote of each member as 
he gives it, but this memorandum must he destroyed 
when the aggregate opinion or decision of the court has 
been determined and recorded. Whether this memo- 
randum should be preserved or destroyed, has given 
rise to some discussion. The oath taken by the mem- 
bers, as well as that by the judge advocate, contains the 
same words, as follows : that you will not " disclose or 
discover the vote or opinion of any particular member 
of the court-martial, unless required to give evidence 
thereof, as a witness, by a court of justice, in due course 
of law," and, consequently, the same reasoning that 
would require a judge advocate to retain such a memo- 
randum would necessarily apply with equal force to 
every member of the court. The loss of either of these 
would reveal at a glance the vote of every individual, 
and the knowledge of the existence of such a paper in 
the possession of the judge advocate alone, would un- 
doubtedly exercise an evU influence upon members in 
their rigid administration of justice, as a mere accident 
might give publicity to the secret record. The cases 
are extremely rare when such information may be re- 
quired by a court of justice, and the evil that might 
result from a defective memory in the event of such a 

♦ 72darticleof war. 
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call, would be slight in comparison to the dangers to 
the administration of impartial justice that would* as- 
suredly follow its universal practice. The rule then 
should be, that no written minute of the votes be pre- 
served, unless so ordered by the unanimous voice of the 
court. 

As the oath provides for the concealment of the vote 
* of each particular member, it would be a direct viola- 
tion of it to say that the vote was unanimous, whether 
for acquittal or conviction, thus making public the opin- 
ions of all It would also be highly reprehensible to 
state what number voted for the particular decision of 
the court, as it might afford a clue to individual opinions 

The conviction or acquittal of the prisoner is deter- 
mined by a majority of votes, except in cases where the 
law condemns him to suffer death upon conviction, 
leaving to the court no discretion, as is declared by the 
55th article of war, for forcing a safeguard in foreign 
parts, and by the 2d section, concerning spiea* For the 
87th article of war declares that no person shall be* sen- 
tenced to suffer death but by the concurrence of two- 
thirds of the members of a general court-martial, nor 
except in the cases herein expressly mentioned, and 
therefore, in the cases above referred to, where the sen- 
tence of death is affixed by the law to his conviction, 
that conviction cannot be declared but by a two-thirds 
vote. The record must e3q>licitly state that two-thirds 
of the members concurred therein, in all such cases of 
conviction, as well as in all other cases where the ac- 
cused is sentenced to suffer death at the discretion of 
the court. This is important in the decision of so grave 

* See act approved Feb. 13th, 1862, aec.^ 
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a question as that of life and death, and shows, more- 
over, that the requirements of the law have been strict- 
ly followed. I 

TaUm iHvidecL Should the court be reduced to an 
even number, by its organization, or by sickness or 
death, and their votes be equally divided as to the find- 
ing, the prevailing custom is, that the prisoner shall 
have the benefit of an acquittal. 

The Terdict. Instead of a general verdict of guilt or 
acquittal upon the whole of every specification, the 
court may find a special verdict, that is, the accused be 
found guilty of a portion of the specification, and not 
guilty of the remainder ; or may find him guilty of the 
facts as set forth in the specification, but attach no crim- 
inality thereto ; or may find him guilty of a portion, 
and find the facts as stated in the remainder, but declare 
them void of criminality. The prisoner must, however, 
be acquitted or convicted of every part of each of the 
several specifications and charges of which he stands 
accused, and the decision of the court in all their find- 
ings must be specific, so that the quantum of punish- 
ment inflicted may be seen to be proportionate to the 
degree of gmlt. 

The accused may be found guilty of the entire facts 
set forth in the specifications, and yet be acquitted of 
the charge. This may happen in constructive charges, 
where the essence of the charge and the guilt of the 
prisoner rests on imputations built on the facts alleged 
in the specification — as that there was criminal knowl- 
edge or intent — ^but of which he has been cleared by 
the testimony. 

In iUusPrdtion of the above, suppose the charge to be 
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laid under the 45th article of war, " DrurJcermese on 
duty^ and the accused be found guilty of the specifica- 
tions set forth to cover the charge. In such a case he 
must be found guilty of the violation of the 45th article 
of war, or be acquitted. The court cannot find the 
accused guilty of the specifications as an oflfence under 
the 99th article — "conduct to the prejudice of good 
order and military discipline." " It is true that a court- 
martial has cognizance, under the 99th article, of all 
oflfences against military discipline though not named 
in the other articles, yet it is necessary that the oflfence 
against the 99th article shall be duly and regularly 
charged, in order that the accused may have notice of 
that to which he is to answer. A charge of one of the 
specific oflfences defined in other articles of war is not 
notice of a general charge of some disorder or neglect 
within the purview of the 99th article.* 

Again : on the charge of " conduct unhecoming an offir 
cer mid a gentleman^ the court returned a special find- 
ing upon the specifications, and the following finding 
upon the charge : " Not guilty of the charge, but guilty 
of conduct unbecoming an oflicer, and to the prejudice 
of good order and military discipline." 

" There is no such oflfence known to the articles of 
war as conduct unbecoming an oflScer. Thjfunbecoming 
conduct of a commissioned oflicer of which the law takes 
notice, and authorizes a court-martial to take cognizance, 
is * condivct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman.^ There 
is no minor indecorum, no unbecoming conduct not un- 
becoming an oflicer and a gentleman, that the law submits 
to the jurisdiction of a court-martial, and the court in pro- 

• G. O.No. 7, War Department, June 18th, 1866. 
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nouncing the conduct of Lieutenant S ' not unbe- 
coming an officer and a gentleman,' have acquitted him of 
the legal charge before them. At the same time they 
give judgment against him under the 99th article of war. 
He was not charged with any offence tmder that article. 
If charges are so drawn as to bring them expressly, and 
exclusively, under particular articles of war, a court- 
martial cannot convict under other articles. 

"The sentence of the court-martial in this case is, 
therefore, voidr* 

Again : on the charge of " illegal conduct to the preju- 
dice of good order and military disciplined'^ the court 
confirm the plea of guilty made by the accused to the 
1st and 2d specifications, "find the facts set forth, but 
attach no criminality thereto." The following was the 
decision thereon. " In this trial, it was shown by the 
defence, that the citizen who was flogged at the guard- 
house, had entered the barracks, armed, and beat a sol- 
dier; and that no civil tribunal to punish the offence 
was nearer than one hundred and seventy miles. But 
shall the army assume to remedy the defects of the ad- 
ministration of the civil laws? A court-martial has 
here adjudged that no wrong is done by an officer who 
causes his guard to flog a citizen. ♦ * * The virtual 
acquittal on the 1st and 2d specifications is disap 
proved.f 

Again: at a court-martial, the accused is convicted 
of " signing a false certificate of l/ra/asportalion^'* but 
acquitted of signing the same ^'TmoumighfJ'* which was 
the fraudulent intent imputed to him in the matter. 

• G. 0. No. 8, War Department, July 23d, 1866. 
f O. 0. Na % War Department, June 2lBt, 1868. 
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The War Department was of opinion that this finding 
entitled the accused to an acquittal, and is in legal effect, 
an acquittal 

" It is not necessary in military charges to allege that 
the acts were done * maliciously/ or ^wilfiiUy,' or 

* knowingly.' A specification of fecf is good without 
such expressions. But if they are all^d, and are neg- 
atived by the court in their verdict, then the inference 
from the fact fails, and the accused being acquitted of 
the intention, is acquitted of the offence. That is cer- 
tainly the legal effect and meaning of such finding. 
What other meaning was In the mind of the court, is 
matter of doubt. They find that the accused did not 

* htwwinghf sign ; meaning, probably, that he did not 
know the certificate was false. Then did he sign it in 
good faith, to the best of his knowledge and belief? or 
in such ignorance and disregard of what he certified as 
made the certificate an act of bad faith \ In that find- 
ing of the specification, it sustains the charge. But the 
court negative the charge, and therefore reject that 
sense of the specification."* 

Although it be settled that a prisoner cannot be con- 
victed of an offence different from that with which he is 
charged, it is equaUy well established, that a court-mar- 
tial can convict of a leaser degree of the same offence al- 
leged against him. It is therefore necessary to note the 
distinctions, if any, between the crime charged and the 
actual degree of offence proved. A prisoner may be 
acquitted of the charge of desertion^ but be convicted of 
the lesser offence absence withovi leave. Although these 
two offences are to be found in two distinct articles of 

* O. 0. No. 28, War Dopartment, Dec Slat, 1869. 
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war, yet desertion is but an aggravated degree of the 
crime of absence without leave, and necessarily includes 
it ; the intention not to ret/am constituting the aggrava- 
tion. The new British mutiny act and articles of war 
of 1852, contain a provision that soldiers, tried for 
desertion, if may thereupon be found guilty either of 
desertion or absence without leave," thus legalizing 
what has been the universal practice in that service. 

While a court may convict of a lesser kindred offence, 
it cannot, under any circumstances, find the accused 
guilty of a higher degree of criminality than that alleged 
in the charge, 

The various degrees of culpability must be taken into 
consideration for every act that may be divided into 
offences of greater or less magnitude, and the court 
should confine themselves to the evidence of commission 
of the crime specified, when deliberating upon the ques- 
tion of guilt or innocence. Any evidence in mere pallir 
dtion or extenuation must be allowed its due effect wpon 
the sentence and not upon the finding. A soldier strik- 
ing his superior officer being in the execution of his 
office, must be found guilty of a violation of the 9th 
article of war — mutiny — and the extenuating circum- 
stance that he struck under the wild excitement of ex- 
cessive provocation, can only be considered when decid- 
ing upon the sentence. 

The inaimer in which an acquittal is exfpressed^ often 
varies, and the different formula used convey a more or 
less favorable judgment on the innocence of the accus- 
ed. Such an acquittal as that ^^the cha/rges are not 
proved^ should never be recorded, as it is calculated to 
strengthen the imputation engendered by the charge. 
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and may prove most injurious to the acpused, especially 
in such cases as affect the honor of an oj£cer. The 
court is sworn to truly try and determine the matter 
before them according to the evidence^ and where the 
evidence does not prove the guilt of the prisoner, he is 
entitled to an acquittal on that just and ^reasonable 
maidm, that in the eye of the law the accused is inno- 
cent until proved to be guilty. 

Fiivoloas and Texations aecntatlon* growing OUt of 
the personal ill-will and animosity of the accuser, being 
developed in the course of the trial, have been made 
the subject of severe censure hy courts-^martial^ and their 
observations have met with the approval of the revising 
authority. So also has it been declared that the accuser 
was only actuated by a sense of duty and a sincere re- 
gard for the benefit of the service, or that his conduct 
has been honorable and impartial; such remarks being 
called for by the insinuations of the prisoner, unsup- 
ported by evidence. Such observations for or against 
the accuser may accompany either an acquittal or con- 
viction. 

Courts-martial may animadvert on the conduct of nrlt- 
netset, and cases have arisen in the British service where 
officers have been stricken from the rolls of the army 
for their conduct as witnesses before a court, "as amply 
borne out by the minutes of their evidence,'' and in 
consequence of the serious animadversions passed by the 
court on such conduct. Courts-martial have sometimes 
observed, in terms expressly charging perjury or false- 
hood, on the mode in which witnesses have delivered 
their testimony ; sometimes they have implied censure, 
at others praise. They have also observed on the causes 
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whicli liave led to the trial, implicating the conduct of 
individuals not before the court, but this should only be 
resorted to in extreme and particular cases, as it seems 
opposed to the most obvious principle of justice, that an 
individual should not be censured unheard, unless he 
purposely keeps out of the way to withhold evidence 
which he may be competent to afford.* 

" The question having been raised of the authority 
of a general court-martial, by proper animadversions, 
to bring to the notice of the military commander, to 
whom the proceedings are sent, any conduct of the 
prosecutor or other military persons, which may be de- 
veloped before the court in the due course of trial, the 
general-in-chief thinks it proper to affirm such right in 
clear cases, as one well settled by the practice of armies 
and that its judicious exercise tends to promote justice 
and discipline."f 

In all such cases of misconduct, it is proper that the 
animadversions of the court should be clear and specific, 
and in a manner that might be acted upon by the re- 
vising authority, with a view to bringing the offender 
before a court-martial for triaL This power of observ- 
ing upon and censuring any inconsistencies or prevarica- 
tions of witnesses, must be exercised with regard to mil- 
itary persons only, who, if the opinions expressed be 
erroneous, can appeal to superior authority for immedi- 
ate redress. In the case of civilians so censured, every 
individual member of the court would be liable to an 
action for defamation on the part of the person so cen- 
sured, who could obtain no redress except through pro- 
cess at law. 

• Sunmons, p. 257. f G. 0. Na 3, January 27th, 1863. 
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The votes on the finding having been received by the 
judge advocate, are submitted to the eov/rt. It is not 
necessary that the opinions be given vwa voce^ as the 
law merely requires that the members " in giving their 
votes, are to begin with the youngest in commission ;" the 
evident intent of the article being that the younger mem. 
bers may not be influenced by the opinions of those more 
experienced. In important cases, and when deemed es- 
sential, each member writes on a slip of paper his name 
and the opinion guiUy^ or not gtdUy^ or with such 
modifications and exceptions as are just. These slips 
are handed to the- judge advocate, who annoimces the 
verdict. Should there not be a majority or ntunber 
sufficient to determine it, the fact is stated, and after 
ftirther discussion, another vote is taken, until the find- 
ing is declared. The mode is followed upon every 
specification and charge, and it has the advantage of 
concealing the votes of the individual members until a 
verdict is adopted, when the opinion of each member is 
read aloud by the judge advocate. 

Tbe flndinir thus declared, is the decision of the 
court. Should the vote upon it not have been unani- 
mous, the minority are however strictly bound by the 
decision. 



CHAPTER XII.- 

THE SENTENCE. 

Having in their finding, declared the innocence or 
guilt of the prisoner, the court then pronounce his 
acquittal, or proceed to award punishment according to 
the nature and degree of the oflfence. 

PniUtiimenti. The punishments which courts-martial 
have the power to award are eitheT peremptory^ that is, 
speciaUy enjoined by the letter of the written law for a 
specified offence; or discretionary^ that is, where the 
kind is specified but discretion*as to quantity is left to 
the court, or, where neither kind nor quantity being 
specified, both are left to the discretion of the court, the 
same being authorized by the rules and articles of war, 
or in accordance with the custom of service. For in- 
stance, the 83d article enacts that " any commissioned 
officer convicted before a general court-martial of con- 
duct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman, shall be 
dismissed the service," The act of the court in passing 
sentence in such a case, is therefore ministerial rather 
than judicatory. A majority finds and sentences. 

Where decUh is the fixed penalty for a crime commit- 
ted, ihe finding of guUt must be passed by a two-thirds 
vote, because the death penalty which immediately 
attaches to conviction in this case, requires a two-thirds 
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vote for its infliction. For instance, the 55th article 
states that " whosoever, belonging to the armies of the 
United States in foreign parts, shall force a safeguard, 
shall suffer death."* Here the court is the mere mouth- 
piece of the law to pronounce the punishment fixed by 
it, and therefore the guilt that carries death with it, 
must be declared by the same voice. 

In most cases, however, the articles of war do not 
annex a fixed and invariable punishment for offences, 
and as courts-martial — except in sentences to suffer 
death — declare their opinion by a majority of votes, the 
question arises, how far the mivvority is hownd hy Hie 
f^f^ng of the majority^ when the eerUence is to be de- 
termined ? There can be no doubt that the opinion of 
the majority is the opinion of the court, else on an in- 
terlocutory decision as to the admission of evidence the 
minority may decline to be influenced by the testimony 
which, according to their indivichjud judgment, was ir- 
regularly admitted. Unanimity of opinion in questions 
of law and fact is a bare possibility, and such a reqidre- 
ment would effectually bar the administration of justice. 
It must also be considered that a court-martial acts in 
the twofold capacity of judge and jury ; as judge, to 
administer justice ; as jury, to truly try and determine 
according to evidence ; and as the law has nowhere in- 
trusted this last, or any other, function to a frdction 
(yniJ/y of the court, the finding of the verdict is the find- 
ing of the court as a jury, and exhausts their powers as 
jurors. In proceeding to the sentence they act in the 
capacity of judges, independent of their individual 
votes as jurors, to award punishment equal and adequate 

* See act approved Febrbai7 13th, 1862, section 5. 
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to that degree of guilt declared by the court, as a jury. 
In other words, the court is to administer justice on a 
person already convicted. 

The sentence of the court, in cases not discretionary, 
is in strict accordance with the finding, and must be in- 
flicted by the court, in obedience to the law, regardless 
of individual sympathies or opinions. Here the court, 
as judge, passes the sentence fixed by the law to the 
crime of which the prisoner has been convicted by the 
court as jury ; not by a unanimous voice, but at most 
by a two-thirds vote, the extreme vote required by the 
law. It is therefore the duty of each member to vote 
on the sentence regardless of the fact, that on the find- 
ing, his vote was for an acquittal Each member must 
not only vote, but must discard all personal sympathies, 
and act without partiality, favor, or afltection ; for were 
the minority to vote for the most lenient sentence be- 
cause of their individual belief in his innocence, and re- 
gardless of the verdict, the punishment awarded might 
be very disproportionate to the degree of offence, and 
not in imison with the requirements of justice. 

Simmons cites a case that occurred in India in 1830, 
and the decision of the commander-in-chief was, that 
" Upon a finding of guilty by a court-martial, I am of 
opinion, that although all the members of the court may 
not have concurred in it, it must be deemed the finding 
of the whole; and the members who voted for acquittal, 
may be called upon to vote upon the punishment to be 
awarded on the prisoner, as if they had concurred in 
the finding of gmlty."* The practice of our service is 
in accordance with this rule, and may be considered as 

* Page 268. • 
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a positive and certam rule for the guidance of courts- 
martial 

Totet. If a member should vote for death, which is 
not carried by two-thirds of the court, he must vote 
some other punishment. All members must vote some 
legal sentence, and if that which any member votes for 
is not carried, some punishment must be voted till a 
majority agree as to one punishment. 

Should the court be equally divided as to the nature 
or quantum of punishment, the practice has been to 
give the prisoner the benefit of the more lenient judg- 
ment. This, however, seldom happens, as on the recon- 
sideratio^ of the question, some member is apt to be 
found to lean to the side of mercy, and the ultunate 
opinion of the majority is the decision of the court. 

The court may adjourn from day to day to consider 
their finding or sentence. This power in a court-martial 
to take time for deliberation, is of gi*eat importance in 
military trials; enabling the members to consult au- 
thorities and inform themselves upon questions involv- 
ing legal proprieties.* 

With regard to the wording of the sentence, no par- 
ticular form is necessary in cases that are discretionary 
with the court, except that it be expressed in clear and 
imambiguous language. In peremptory cases the sen- 
tence should be expressed in the very words of the stat- 
ute, to obviate all doubt and cavil. 

Capital Puntohment. The custom of war has, in the 
absence of statutory law to that effect, determined that 
capital punishment be inflicted by shooting or hanging. 
Mutiny, desertion, or other military crime is conmionly 

• « DeH&rt»p. 193. 
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ptinislied by ehooting; a spy is iQways Tumgedy and 
mutiny accompanied by loss of life is punished in the 
same manner; the mode, in all cases, should be declared 
in the sentence. 

MotiTes. Where the law has left the sentence dis- 
cretionary with the court, allusion may be made to the 
motives that have actuated it in determining the sen- 
tence, as for instance : ^^ The court is thus lenient, be- 
lieving the accused to have acted more from thought- 
lessness than from any intention of wrong." 

In iUuetration of the above, the following sentences, 
and decisions thereon, are cited : 

1. The court find the prisoner " guUlnf^ of ths apecifi- 
cation to the 1st cha/rge^ and "not guilty" of the Ist 
charge, and " not guilty" of the 2d charge and its speci- 
fication, and do sentence him " to forfeit his pay for six 
months, and to be confined at hard labor during the 
same period." The proceedings of the court in this case 
are disapproved ; the court, although finding a part of 
the facts alleged against the prisoner, having acquitted 
him of both the " charges preferred, proceeded irregular- 
ly in passing sentence upon him."* 

2. The attention of courts-martial is directed to so 
much of the 18th section of the act of March 16th, 1802, 
as provides, that a deserter shall be " liable to serve, for, 
and during such a period, as shall with the time he may 
have served previous to his desertion, amount to the 
full term of his enlistment." This provision not being 
positive, it is necessary to embody in the sentence of 
the court, in every case of the conviction of a deserter, 
that he shall make good the time lost by his absence 

* G. 0. No. 69, Head-Quartera of the armj, Dea 30th, 1843. 
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fipom the service — if such be the intention of the court * 
By the general regulations, in reckoning the time of ser^ 
vice, the deserter is to be considered in service v^hen 
delivered up as such to the proper authority. 

3. As doubts have arisen in regard to the punishment 
which a court-martial may inflict under the 45th article 
of war, on non-commissioned officers and soldiers, it is 
deemed advisable not to charge offences under that arti- 
cle, but under the 99th article. . 

Courts-martial, except in cases which may arise 'under 
the 82d article of war, have not authority to find a ver- 
dict of debt against a soldier, and to direct, by their 
sentence, the payment of debts to sutlers or other per- 
sons. They may, if they see fit, in order not to deprive 
a soldier of the means of discharging honestly his proper 
pecuniary obligations, ascertain the amount due from 
him to the sutler and laundress, and except that amount, 
as a sum stated^ from the fine or forfeiture imposed in 
the sentence; but such amount so excepted, must be 
paid to the soldier, and the court cannot direct its pay- 
ment to any other person.f 

A court-martial cannot assign and make over the pay 
of a soldier to any other person, and the receipt of such 
person will not be a sufficient voucher for the disburs- 
ing officer. Nor can a soldier be required to receipt for 
money paid without his consent to another person. The 
law prohibits any receipt or voucher in accounts of 
public money, unless the full amount of the receipt is 
paid to the person who signs it. J 

* G. 0. No. 45, Head-Quarters of the army, July 16th, 1843. 
f G. 0. No. 51, Head-Quarters of the army, April 3d, 185 li 
t G. O. No. 2, War Department, Feb. 28th, ISGt. 
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Record. Every conrt-martial shall keep a complete 
and accurate record of its proceedings, to be authenti- 
cated by the signatures of the president and judge advo- 
cate; who shall also certify, in like manner, the sentence 
pronounced by the court in each case. When' the sen- 
tence is, therefore, entered upon the record, it is signed 
by the president and judge advocate. 

Modifying the Sentence. At any time previous to their 
final adjournment, the court are competent to modify or 
chanffe the sentence already passed by them. 

In the case of Peter Williamson, tried in June, 1819, 
for desertion, and to which he pleaded guilty, the court 
sentenced him to "confinement at hard labor with a 
ball and chain, &c. f l^ut on the ensuing day, at the sug- 
gestion of a member, the sentence was reconsidered, and 
after due deliberation the court substituted the follow- 
ing : " That he, the said Peter Williamson, be shot to 
death." The question was submitted to the attorney- 
general, whether the court had the power to change the 
sentence, as above stated ? 

" In courts of civil jurisdiction, when sitting even in 
criminal cases, the court is not concluded by an opinion 
they may have expressed in any one day, but has the 
power to reconsider, the whole subject being completely 
within its control until the end of the term. And I am 
^ot apprised of any difference in the powers of the two 
courts over the subjects which severally belong to them 
during the continuance of their respective terms. If a 
civil court of criminal jurisdiction, therefore, may law- 
fully reconsider and alter during the term, any opinion 
which it may have pronounced on a previous day of the 
same term ; so, in like manner, I conceive may a court- 
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martiaL ♦ ♦ ♦ A general court-martial convened 
for general purposes, continues a court with full powers 
while it has any business to do, of which it alone is the 
judge; and while it does so continue a court, its power "^ 
of judicial deliberation and decision over all the subjects 
which may have been brought before it is as full on the 
last day of its sittings as on any preceding day. I am 
of the opinion that the court had the power to alter the 
opinion they had expressed on the preceding day, and 
that their final opinion is regularly and legally pro- 
nounced."* 

The above opinion covers the case where the court, 
with the same members, made both decisions. There 
seem to be doubts entertained whether thia power ia 
vested in a rmUUated cov/rt " However it may be as- 
serted that the usage and laws of courts-martial, may 
sanction the right of the court to annul and entirely 
change their positive decision at any time before their 
final adjournment, yet it is a right which should be 
cautiously exercised, and only on obvious and extraor- 
dinary occasions. In the present instance, a full court 
acquitted the prisoner ; and upon the next day a muti- 
lated court — one member being absent — undertake to 
rescind the judgment of the previous day, and to pro- 
nounce the accused guilty and sentence him to punish- 
ment. To justify such a reversal, the court should be 
as fall, and constituted precisely as it was, when the first 
judgment was pronounced. In consequence of this 
irregularity, the proceedings of the court are disap- 
proved."t 

* Opinions, Aug. 29th, 1S19. 

t O. 0. No. 40, War Department Oct. 14th, 1844. 
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Tliis view of the case is not, however, upheld by a 
recent opinion of the attorney-general, in which it was 
decided, that the absence of members, on the reassem- 
bling of the court by the proper authority for the revis- 
ion of the original proceedings, did not invalidate its 
final action, provided always that the number reassem- 
bled did not fall below the minimum fixed by law.* 

Recommendation. Should one or more members see 
fit to recommend the prisoner to mercy, because mitiga- 
ting circumstances have appeared during the trial which 
could not be taken into consideration in determinins: 
tbe degree of guilt, or the extent of punishment, their 
reconmiendation will not be embraced in the body of 
the sentence. It is provided by regulation that those 
members only who concur in the recommendation will 
sign it. They should carefully avoid pointing out any 
particular mode in which the prisoner may be deem- 
ed worthy the clemency of the reviewing authority. 

The recommendation, Tiot beinff an act of the court^ 
but the mere expression of the wishes and opinions of 
the individuals who sign it, must not be entered as part 
of the proceedings, but be appended to them. It does 
not of necessity indicate the votes, upon the finding or 
sentence of the subscribing members, but has the ef- 
fect of directing the attention of the reviewing author- 
ity to those parts of the evidence that tend to mitigate 
the gravity of the offence. 

* Opinioxifl, Julj 12th, 1866. 
10 



CHAPTER XIII. 

REVISION AND CONFIRMATION OF SEN- 
TENCE. 

By the Q5th article of wcur^ it is prescribed tliat " no 
sentence of a court-martial shall be carried into execu- 
tion until after the whole proceedings shall have been 
laid before the officer ordering the same, or the officer 
commanding the troops for the time being; neither 
shall any sentence of a general court-martial," <fec.* 

Revision. There is no special authority given to re- 
mit the proceedings back to a court-martial for reconsid- 
eration or revision, unless it be implied in the above- 
quoted article, in the words " for his confirmation, or 
disapproval and orders in the cdseP But this power 
seems to flow directly from the very constitution of 
courts, as a consequence of the right of confirming and 
disapproving the sentence ; it has been fixed by the cus- 
tom of war, in the absence of special legislation, and is 
now the established practice in our service. 

In the British service, the mutiny act of 1750 pro- 
hibits the approving authority from sending back the 
case for revision more than once. Although there is no 
such restriction in our rules and articles, the belief has 
been expressed by high legal authority, that this power 

* See act approved Dsceraber 21th, 1861. 
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is under the same limitation as in Great Britain, and by 
equally high authority, that in our service the proceed- 
ings may be remanded as often as the superior author- 
ity shall deem necessary for attaining the purposes of 
justice. A single revision would seem to be ample and 
sufficient to meet the ends of justice ; its object being 
to permit the court to reconsider their action with the 
aid of the new light thrown upon the case by the re- 
marks of the reviewing authority. 

None other than the approving authority has the 
right to send back the proceedings for revision, nor can 
this be done in any case, after the court has been die- 
solved by this same authority. 

Proceedings. No witness shall be examined, nor ad- 
ditional evidence received by a court-martial on revision. 
The court does not reheai' the case, but confines itself 
exclusively to a reconsideration of the record for the 
purpose of correcting or modifying any conclusions 
thereon, and weighing with impartiality the suggestions 
made by the reviewing authority. The court cannot 
alter or obliterate any part of their previous proceed- 
ings, f>T expunge from the record any testimony, al- 
though illegally admitted. The proceedings of the 
court during the reconsideration, together with the .writ- 
ten instructions from the approving power, must be 
made up separate and distinct, and appended to the 
previous record, leaving the latter perfectly intact. 

Caiiiies. The principal cause for requiring courts- 
martial to revise their judgments is, where an insuffi- 
cient or undue weight has been given to the testimony, 
and is supposed to have arisen from inadvertence^ mis- 
conception of the law, or the custom of war J or where 
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an exorbitant, inadequate, or illegal punishment lias 
been awarded.* Any illegality as to the constitution 
of the court, or any defect in its composition, cannot be 
amended on revision ; neither can any illegality as to 
the charge be remedied. Such flaws must of necessity 
invalidate the proceedings to such a degree as to render 
an.y sentence or finding entirely innoxious to the accus- 
ed, and so entirely annihilates the court as to expose 
him to trial by another court. 

If ew Trial. If the court be a legal court of competent 
jurisdiction, and act illegally, the prisoner cannot be 
again tried except on his oWn motion for a new trial. 
If it be an illegal court, all its proceedings are null and 
void ah initio^ and there thus being no trial, the accused 
may be brought before a proper court to be tried. If 
the court be a legal court but without competent juris- 
diction, a trial by such a court is not a valid plea in bar 
of trial before a legal court of competent jurisdiction. As, 
for instance, taking an extreme case, the trial of a commis- 
sioned officer by a regimental or garrison court would 
not be considered a good plea in bar. The 67th article 
states that "No garrison or regimental court-martial 
shall have the power to try capital cases or commis- 
sioned officers." Yet the trial of an officer by such in- 
ferior court, is a trial by an intrinsically legal court, 
true, but having no jurisdiction over such individuals, 
its action is as void as if cognizance of a military offence 
was taken by an ecclesiastical court. An inferior court 
has no lawful cognizance where the trial of an officer 
is concerned, and its action is null and void firom its 
very inception. 

* De Hart, p. 205. 
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A new trial may also be grafted, when the finding 
of a court-martial is founded on irrdevomt matter^ or is 
not swpported hy^ or is contrary to the recorded testimony. 
In the case of Captain Hall, tried by a general court- 
martial in 1818, and sentenced to be cashiered, which 
sentence was disapproved, an appeal was made by the 
prisoner to the President, on the ground that the court 
had excluded certain evidence that was both legal and 
material for the defence. The new court ordered for 
his trial, refused to arraign the accused, because he had 
been previously tried by a court-martial on the same 
charge, and that a new trial was forbidden by the 87th 
article of war. The question then arose as to the power 
of the President to grant a new trial, and the attorney- 
general, Mr. Wirt, gave an elaborate and conclusive 
opinion thereon. 

" It is very apparent that the whole of article 87 is 
designed for the benefit of the party accused, not for his 
prejudice. The President of the United States has the 
power to order a new trial for the benefit of the prison- 
er. The sentence of a court-martial in case of death or 
dismission, is not perfected until it shall have received 
the approbation of the President. His approbation is 
necessary to consummate the measure, and his disapproval 
(mnihUdtes the sentence ; the case stands as if there had 
been no trial, and is just as open to an order for a 
court-martial, as it was in the first instance. * * * 
The plea is his (the prisoner's) privilege^ which he may 
either use or waive at his pleasure ; and if he does not 
use it, however the fact may be, the court will not take 
notice of it so as to bar the trial. In the present in- 
stance, the prisoner expressly waived the plea and in- 
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sisted upon his trial. The previous trial, therefore, was 
not in issue before the court."* 

Mmilated Court assembled for ReTlsion. When a 
court-martial has lawfully reassembled for revision, 
some of its members being absent, but a legal quorum 
of the court present, the question has arisen, whether it 
was competent to go on as the same court which has 
passed the original sentence, and to revise or modify it 
on a reconsideration of the record? The opinion of 
Attorney-General Gushing on this point is, that the ab- 
sence of the members at the reassembling of the court, 
did not impair its jurisdiction, or otherwise injuriously 
affect the legality of its action ; and that it still remained 
the same continuous and competent court as when it 
first assembled under the orders of the department. He 
grounds this opinion on the analogy that exists between 
courts-martial and juries, the appointing power having 
something of the same relation to the former, that the 
judge at nisi prius has to the latter ; that the grand 
juiy has always consisted of members changeable in 
numbers and personality within certain limits, acting 
only by a quorum vote, without necessary unanimity ; 
and that it is no inherent necessity which forbids a 
traverse jury to undergo personal change in the course 
of a trial, but merely the arbitrary discretion of the law- 
making power. He also refers to the fact that no law 
or regulation requires all the members of the court, who 
participated in the original proceedings, to continue 
present until the time of their conclusion ; and that the 
members who reassembled would have been competent 
to try the case when originally submitted.f However 

* Opinions, Sept 14th, 1818. f Opinions, Julj 12th, 1355. 
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just and proper this may b^ in law and equity, revision 
by a mutilated court sliould not be encouraged in prac- 
tice. Taking an extreme case; an original court of 
thirteen members might be reduced by unavoidable 
circumstances to the minimum of five for revision, and 
the action of this minority might by its revised decision 
annul and upset the matured and decided action of the 
majority. Such a case would cany with it so palpable 
an appearance of injustice, as to effect more detriment to 
the service by its silent operation, than would be com- 
pensated by the individual justice it might have adminis- 
tered. Whatever tends, in the slightest degree, to cast a 
shadow upon the unsullied purity of our military tribu- 
nals, should be avoided with all the care commensurate 
with the strict and impartial administration of justice. 

Conflnnation. The duties of the reviewing officer 
are distinctly set forth in the 65th article of war, and 
accordingly no sentence can be carried into execution 
until after " the whole proceedings" shall have been by 
him " conjwmedr This confirmation is usually affixed, 
with his signature, to the proceedings, and the decision 
is published in orders. Should the proceedings of the 
court be " di8cypprove(^^ by him, he may reconvene the 
court for revision, or release the prisoner from arrest, and 
order him to duty. Minor errors would be noticed, and 
might modify the action of the reviewing authority, but 
not necessarily lead to a disapproval of the entire record. 
If the sentence be too severe, or, on the other hand, too 
inadequate, forthe offence of which the accused stands 
convicted, the same authority might use his discretion 
in either sending the proceedings back for revisal, miti- 
gating, remitting, or confirming the sentence. 
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When, upon revision, com-ts-nciartial adhere to the 
judgment first pronounced, this adherence is accompa- 
nied by a statement of their reasons for so doing. In 
such cases, the reviewing authority may confirm the 
proceedings, should nothing illegal therein prevent, that 
the convict may not go unpunished ; or may remit, or 
mitigate the same, at his discretion. 

Provocation^ according to its kind and degree, and 
the nature of the act committed in consequence of it, 
may justify or excuse that act. Extenuating circuwr 
stances may be property considered by the approving 
authority, and indeed, it is the right of the accused that 
all the circumstances of his case should be reviewed by 
that authority which decides finally upon it. 

Mttlgatlon of PunlsliDienC. By the 89 th article of 
war, "every officer authorized to order a general court- 
martial, shall have power to pardon or mitigate any 
punishment ordered by such coiu-t, except the sentence 
of death, or of cashiering an officer; which, in the cases 
where he has authority (by article 65) to caiTy them 
into execution, he may suspend, until the pleasure of 
the President of the United States can be known ; which 
suspension, together with copies of the proceedings of 
the court-martial, the said officer shall immediately 
transmit to the President for his determination. And 
the colonel or commanding officer of the regiment or 
garrison, where any regimental or garrison court-martial 
shall be held, may pardon or mitigate any punishment 
ordered by such court to be inflicted."* . 

The power is hereby expressly given to every officer, 
authorized to order a general court-martial, to pardon 

* See act approved Dec. 24th, 1861. 
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and mitigate any punishment ordered by such court, 
except the sentence of death, or of cashiering of an offi- 
cer; these can only be pardoned or mitigated by the 
President of the United States. 

In the case of Major Whistler, the following opinion 
was given by the attorney-general: "In those cases 
which, by the rules and articles of war, are required to 
be submitted to him, the whole proceedings are required 
to be transmitted to the secretary of war, to be laid be- 
fore the President ' for his confirmation or disapproval, 
and orders in the case.* The terms indicate an unlimit- 
ed discretion ; and when it is considered, that he is, by 
the constitution, the depositary of the pardoning power 
— ^that this is coextensive with every species of punish- 
ment, except only in cases of impeachment — ^it cannot, I 
think, be doubted that he has authority to mitigate as 
well as to confirm or reject the sentence of a general 
court-martial, in the exercise of the supervisory power 
committed to him by the act for establishing the rules 
and articles, for the government of the armies of the 
United States. It would be singular if, in the cases 
which are intrusted to the supervision of a subordinate 
officer (see 89th article of war), a power should be 
given to him over the sentence of a court-martial, which 
is denied to the commander-in-chiei^ in those cases which 
are referred to him."* 

The power to pardon all offences against the United 
States, except in cases of impeachment, is given to the 
President, by the constitution; and his constitutional 
power to grant a conditional pardon, offering to com- 
mute the sentence of death to that of imprisonment for 

* Opinions, Nov. 3d, 1829. 
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life, is affirmed by the Supreme Court* And Attorney- 
General Crittenden, in the case of an Indian sentenced 
to be hung for murder, says : " The general power of 
pardoning conferred by the constitution upon the Presi- 
dent, includes the power of pardoning conditionally, or 
of commuting to a milder punishment that which has 
been adjudged against the offender. The commutation 
of the punishment is but a conditional pardon ; and 
that the President may grant such a conditional pardon 
has been always recognized and decided."f 

The question, then, which has arisen denying to the 
President the power of (mrnwuMng^ because under the 
above-quoted article of war, the word " mitigate " is only 
used, which does not include ^^ cormnute^'^ necessarily 
falls to the ground, as the Supreme Court, the sole judge 

' of the constitutionality of laws and acts, has affirmed this 
as flowing directly from the pardoning power, and what 
is granted by, or implied in, the constitution cannot be 
annulled by express laws, much less by mere inference, 
aa above. 

To mitigate a punishment, is to make it less in degree, 
preserving the same species. To commute^ is to substi- 
tute a punishment of a different species. There are 
only two kinds of punishments recognized and author- 
ized by our military laws, which admit of no degrees of 
severity : — ^they are, death and cashiering, or dismission ; 
but when such a sentence is adjudged by a court-martial, 

f its pardon or mitigation is placed, exclusively, in the 
hands of the President. All other sentences can be par- 
doned or mitigated by the officer ordering the court, but 

* Ex parte, Wells, 18 Howard U. S., p. 30T. 

t Opinions, May 10th, 1851. (U. S. w. Wilson, 7 Peters, p. 158.) 
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admitting as they do of different degrees of severity, 
there arises no difficulty in regard to their mitigation, as 
this power can be exercised by lessening the quantity 
without changing the species. 

But the power to commute is held to be iTicluded in tJuU 
of mitigation. In the case of private William Barnsman, 
of the marine corps, who was sentenced to suffer death, 
the question, whether the President could change that 
sentence into one of " service and restraint for the space of 
one year, <fec.," was submitted to Mr. Wirt, attorney-gen- 
eral " The power oi pardoniTig the offence^ does not, in 
my opinion, include the power of changing the punish- 
ment, but the power to mitigate cannot be fairly under- 
stood in any other sense than as meaning a power to sub- 
stitute a milder punishment in the place of that decreed 
by the court-martial. The only doubt that occurs to me 
as possible in regard to this construction, is, whether the 
power of mitigating a punishment includes the power 
of changiTig its species; whether it. means any thing 
more than lessening the qvantity^ preserving neverthe- 
less, the species of the punishment A sentence of death 
cannot be mitigated in any other way than by changing 
the punishment. To deny him the exercise of this 
power in such a case, and to throw him on his own 
power of entire pardon, would be to compel him to ex- 
tend the greatest mercy to those who had deserved it 
least ; for while it is true that sentences of death are 
those which appeal most strongly to mercy, because 
they deal in blood, it is no less true that they are pre- 
cisely those which are least worthy of an entire pardon, 
because they are pronounced only in cases of enormity. 
In other words, they are those in which the power of 
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mitigation applies with peculiar propriety. I think, 
therefore, that the President has the right to mitigate 
the sentence of death ; and that every argulnent for the 
exercise of the power in inferior cases, applies a fortiori 
to such a sentence. And since a sentence of death can 
be mitigated only by changing it, my opinion is, that 
the President has the powet, in the case of William 
Bamsman, to substitute the milder punishment which 
he contemplates."* 

In the case of an officer of the navy who was sen- 
tenced by a court-martial to be dismissed the service, 
the President's power to mitigate the punishment, is up- 
held by the opinion of the attorney-general " In any 
aspect of the case, I cannot doubt the power of the 
President to mitigate a sentence of dismission, by com- 
muting it into a suspension for a term of years without 
pay. A dismission is a perpetual suspension without 
pay, and the limited suspension without pay is the in- 
ferior degree of the same punishment. According to 
the strictest authorities, I am satisfied that limited sus- 
pension, with the suspension of pay and emoluments, is 
a legal mitigation of a sentence of dismission from the 
8ervice."f 

In a subsequent opinion, the following is the language 
of the same attorney-general, Mr. Mason : " When an 
officer is brought to trial, and is sentenced to be pun- 
ished, the executive may mitigate the severity of that 
punishment, but there is a guide — ^the discretion is a 
legal discretion, and the mitigation must not be accord- 
ing to a capricious will, but must have the sanction of 
the judgment of the court It must inflict a part of the 

* Opinions, January 4th, 1820. f Opinions, September 18th, 1845. 
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punishment awarded by the judgment of the court, with 
the exception of those cases in which there is no degree, 
as where the whole punishment must be inflicted, or no 
part of it can be. Such is the case with a sentence of 
death."* 

•In the case of Captain Ramsay of the Navy, who was, 
in 1843, sentenced by a general court-martial "to be 
suspended from all rank and command in the navy of 
the United States, for and during the period of five 
years," the President ordered that the sentence be " com- 
muted to suspension for six months withovi pay^ In 
reviewing the case, the attorney-general says, that " It 
does not appear that the commutation of the sentence 
was made at Captain R.'s request; or that the con- 
dition was accepted by him. The act of Congress 
has made a suspension of pay a ptmishment to be in- 
flicted, or not, in a single class of cases, at the discretion 
of the court.f The executive has no power while an 
officer retains his commission, and is not sentenced by a 
court-martial to that eflfect, to take from him the pay 
which the law gives him. I am constrained to the 
opinion, therefore, that Captain R is entitled to pay, 
during the period mentioned in the 4th auditor's let- 
ter, notwithstanding the terms in which the President 
commuted his sentence." J 

The weight of opinion is, therefore, in favor of the 
power of the President to commmte under the authority 
given by law to mitigate; provided it be mitigation, 
ait9[ add nothing ; and as this has also been affirmed by 
the Supreme Court as constitutional, and as flowing from 

* Opinions, October IGtli, 1845. f See 84th artide of war. 

X Opinion, October 16th, 1846. 
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the pardoning power, the question is set at rest and is 
no longer open for discussion. 

The S9th article prohibits "every officer" from par- 
doning or mitigating the sentence of death or of cashier- 
ing an officer. In time of war such a sentence can be 
carried into execution by the officer ordering the couH- 
martial, except in the case of a general officer,* but the 
. power of pardon and mitigation is left exclusively to the 
President. 

In the case of Lieutenant Devlin of the Marines, on 
service with the army in Mexico, who was sentenced by 
a general court-martial, to be cashiered, the general-in- 
chiei^ after approving the sentence, directed that it 
should be commuted to twelve months' suspension from 
rank, command, and emoluments; without submitting 
the proceedings and his orders thereon, for the action of 
the President of the United States. The question as to 
the legality of the order of the general-in-chief, com- 
muting the punishment, was submitted to the attorney- 
general. 

" By the 65th article, the general-in-chief had the fall 
power to confirm the sentence of cashiering against Lieu- 
tenant D. But he had no power whatever to pardon 
or mitigate the sentence, the 89th article expressly 
excepting the cashiering of an officer from his power to 
pardon or mitigate. All the authority he had was, to 
suspend the carrying the sentence into execution until 
the pleasure of the President could be known. The 
article is express, that, in the cases where the general-m- 
chief has authority to carry into execution such a sen- 
tence, to wit, in time of war, he shall not pardon or 

* See 65th article of war, and act approved Dec. 24^ 1861. 
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mitigate, but may suspend execution and make report 
to the President.^' * 

Final Action on tlie Proceedings. The proceedings 
of a court-martial having been jfinally disposed of by the 
officer ordering the court to assemble, or the command- 
ing officer for the time being, are not liable to be re- 
viewed by any other authority short of the President of 
the United States. A superior military commander to 
the officer confirming the proceedings may suspend the 
execution of the sentence when, in his judgment, it is 
void on the face of the proceedings, or when he sees a 
fit case for executive clemency. But such military com- 
mander is not invested by law with power to annul or 
pardon the sentence. As a legal judgment it so stands 
till vacated in due course of law. In such cases, the 
record, with his orders prohibiting the execution of the 
sentence, shall be transmitted for the final orders of the 
President. This salutary check on the action of the re- 
viewing authority is made practicable by the regula- 
tions requiring all proceedings of the inferior courts to 
be transmitted without delay to the department head- 
quarters; and the original proceedings of all general 
courts-martial after decision thereon of the reviewing 
authority, and copies of all orders confirming, or disap- 
proving, or remitting the sentences of courts-martial, to 
be. transmitted to the judge advocate of the army at the 
War Department.f 

There is no court in which an appeal can be taken 
against the sentence of a court-martial, or in which it 
may be revised, with the single exception of the right 
of appeal from the judgment of a regimental to a gen- 

♦ Opiniona, September 20th, 1853. f O. R., p. 126. 
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eral court-martial, as provided by the 35tli article of 
war. 

The sttccessor to an officer ordering a court-martial is 
empowered to act on its proceedings, confirming or dis- 
approving them. He may also pardon or mitigate a 
sentence confirmed by his predecessor, but cannot review 
or annul his decision, nor arraign its propriety, or im- 
pugn the motives that induced it. That decision is final, 
and closes the trial, and the only remedy lies in the 
power of pardon or mitigation. As bearing on this 
point we quote the following : " The office and powers of 
the President are perpetual and every successor has all 
the powers which his predecessors had whilst in office. 
But this must be understood of matters executory, of 
things to be done, and not in relation to matters execut- 
ed, rightfully and legally transacted. A decision made 
and executed under one President, is not liable to be 
reviewed and annulled under the administration of an- 
other." 

Remitiion. Where an officer is suffering under a 
sentence of suspension from rank and pay, any order 
for duty and command according to his rank, issued by 
authority competent to pardon, is a remission of the un- 
expired portion of the sentence. In 1851, an officer of 
the navy was, by a court-martial, sentenced to be dis- 
missed the service, which sentence was mitigated, by 
the President, to suspension from service and pay, for 
the term of twelve months. During said term of sus- 
pension, he was ordered by the secretary of the navy 
" to attend as a witness before a court of inquiry." The 
lieutenant claimed this as a constructive pardon of the 
entire sentence. Mr. Attorney-General Gushing denied 
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this claim, but stated that if the lieutenant " had been 
ordered on duty and command as a lieutenant, that 
would have been an express remission, not of the whole 
sentence, but of the unexecuted residue of the sen- 
tence."* 

Record PreserTed. The original proceedings and 
sentence of a general court-martial, shall be carefully 
kept and preserved in the office of the secretary of war, 
to the end that the persons entitled thereto may be 
enabled, upon application, to obtain copies thereof. 
The party tried by any general court-martial shall, upon 
demand thereof made by himself, or by any person or 
persons in his behalf, be entitled to a copy of the sen- 
tence and proceedings of such court-martiaLf 

In this place it will be well to notice an important 
question, which has been largely discussed by De Hart 
in his work on courts-martial, and whose opinions find 
able advocacy in the views of the late general-in-chief 
of the army. The question is. Has the President of the 
United States the right to dismiss /rom the service^ wrra- 
OTTT TRIAL, A COMMISSIONED OFFICER of the army ov Tio/vy. 
For arguments in denial of this right, we refer to the 
work of De Hart, and will confine ourselves to extracts 
from the opinions of high legal authority, delivered 
since its publication, in support of that right. 

"The authority of the President in this respect (the 
removal of civU officers), was sustained in the debate of 
1789 upon the ground that 4t resulted from the nature 
of the power, and the convenience and even necessity of 
its exercise ; that it was clearly in its nature a part of 
the executive power, and was indispensable for a due 

* Opinions, September 12th, 1854. f 90th artide of war. 

11 
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execution of the laws, and a regular administration of 
the public affairs.' This doctrine has since been ex- 
pressly sanctioned by the unanimous sanction of the 
Supreme Court ; placing it, however, more distinctly on 
the ground that, as a necessary rule, ' the power of re- 
moval is an incident of the power of appointment.' If 
there is any foundation in the constitution for any dis- 
tinction in the tenure of civil and military office, it is 
remarkable that it should have been overlooked in the 
searching and comprehensive discussion of 1789. On 
the contrary, it was maintained that the power of re- 
moval extended to every officer of the 'government 
except the judiciary."* 

And Attorney-General Gushing, December 10th, 
1856, says: "As a question of law, and upon mere legal 
authorities, it must be taken as a point adjudged. So 
it is in the practice of the govemmeht. The power has 
been exercised in many cases with approbation, express 
or implied, of the Senate, and without challenge by any 
legislative act of Congress. In regard to officers of the 
army and navy, there is no specific provision in the con- 
stitution, of any sort. In regard to the appointment of 
the officers of the army and navy there is no general act 
of Congress. It stands, of course, upon the constitu- 
tional precision, that the President ^ shall nominate and^ 
by and with the advice 4nd consent of the Senate, shall 
appoint ambassadors^ other public ministers and con- 
suls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other officers 
of the United Stately whose appointments are not herein 
otherwise provided for, and which shall be established 
by law.' 

♦ OpiBion Attorney-General Clifford, July 14th, 1847. 
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"Now, in regtod to oivil officers, the construction of 
the constitution was fixed, as all admit, past change, on 
occasion of the debates in the first Congress. And the 
established practice of the government on this point has 
passed into the state of equally established constitution* 
al doctrine. The power to remove is inherent in the 
executive power to nominate. 

" It is true the constitution contemplates the organiza- 
tion by Congress of a special forum for the trial of mili* 
tary officers ; and officers of the army and navy may be 
dismissed by sentence of courts-martial. But that sen- 
tence must be approved by the President, in order to 
take effect; and even after such approval the party 
may be pardoned by the President. In thes^ particu- 
lars the executive power of appointment and removal 
continues to be recognized by implication. It is not 
otherwise with civil officers. They are all subject to 
trial by a special forum, the Senate of the United States, 
whose judgment extends, by expression, not only to re- 
moval from office, but also to future disqualification, 
and is beyond the power of pardon. Surely, if the 
existence of a special statute forum for military officers 
be objection to the power of removal by the President 
in their case, stiU more so is the existence of the special 
constitutional forum in the case of civU officers. 

" There are considerations of expediency, which have 
contributed to give greater practical permanency to mil- 
itary than to civU commissions. But these considera- 
tions cannot operate to change the signification of the 
constitution." 

By the 11^ a/rtide of wwr^ it is enacted, that no dis- 
charge shall be given to a non-commissioned officer or 
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soldier before his term of service has expired, but by 
order of the President, . the secretary of war, the com- 
manding officer of a department, or the sentence of a 
general court-martial ; nor shall a commissioned officer 
be discharged the service but by order of the President 
of the United States, or by sentence of a general court- 
martial. 

It is certain that " by order of ths PresideTity'* applies 
as strictly to commissioned officers, as to non-commission- 
ed officers and soldiers within the term of their enlist- 
ment. And yet, the constant practice of the army, 
sanctioned by regulation, is, to dismiss soldiers from the 
service with a " discharge in writing" on the application 
of their commanders, and without trial. As no excep- 
tion has ever teen taken to such procedure, under this 
article, the conclusion seems irresistible, that, under this 
same article, a commissioned officer may be dismissed 
or " discharged" by order of the President, and without 
a trial. 

Much might be said on the ground of expediency, in 
opposition to the rule and practice in this regard, but 
we will only remark, that the power of the President to 
remove officers from the army at his pleasure, might 
some day prove of greater danger to the liberties of the 
people, than the simple fact of keeping up a standing 
army. The right of appointing to office during the re- 
cess of the Senate, said appointments to hold until the 
end of the next session of Congress, gives to an unscru- 
pulous executive a fearftil power. The selection of po- 
litical tools, to hold such positions for many months, 
would suffice, under circumstances of, great extremity, 
to work out direst evils to the republic. Such a power 
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over an army cannot be too well guarded by all the 
checks, which an enlightened judgment can impose, and 
as an evil, is more to be dreaded than the perpetual 
tenure of officers' commissions, subject as they are to 
the close supervision of military tribunals. 



CHAPTER XIV. 

EXECUTION OF SENTENCE. 

Mode. With regard to the mode of carrying the sen- 
tence into execution, it may be observed, that as one 
great end of punishment is the prevention of crime by 
example, it should be rendered, in this respect, as exten- 
sively useful as possible, by the publicity which attends 
its execution. Capital punishment, for instance, should 
be carried into effect in the presence of all the troops, 
or of such portion of the command as the convenience 
of the service may dictate. 

By Shooting. In cases of capital punishment by shoot- 
ing, great ceremony is ordinarily observed. The troops, 
to vntness the execution, are formed on three sides of a 
square, each side formed in two lines, with an interval 
between the lines of twenty paces. The execution party 
consists of ten or twelve men and a sergeant, under the 
orders of the provost-marshaL The pieces will be load- 
ed under the direction of the latter, out of sight of the 
firing party. He will see that one piece is loaded with 
a blank cartridge, and the remainder with ball cart- 
ridges, in the most careful manner. The procession will 
approach the line from the right, in the following or- 
der, viz. : 

1. Provost-marshal. 
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2. Band of the prisoner's raiment, playing a funeral 
marcL 

3. Firing party. 

4. Coffin, borne by four men. 

5. Prisoner and Chaplain. 

6. Escort. 

When the procession shall have reached the right of 
the divison, the front battalions shall' face to the rear, 
and the procession wUl pass between the lines of the 
battalions around to the left of the division. It will 
halt and form, facing outward, on the vacant side of the 
square. During its passage the bands of the regiments 
which it passes shall in succession play funeral marches, 
and after its passage each regiment in the front lin6 
wUl, in succession^ face to the front. 

On arriving at the open space, the music ceases; the 
prisoner is placed on the fatal spot marked by his coffin; 
the charge, finding and sentence of the court-martial, and 
the order for his execution are read to the culprit, and 
also, at the same time to each regiment by its adjutant ; 
the chaplain having engaged in prayer with the con- 
demned, retires; the execution party forms at six or 
eight paces from the prisoner, and receives the signal 
from the provost-marshaL If its fire does not prove 
instantaneously effectual, it is the duty of the provost- 
marshal to complete the sentence with his pistoL Some- 
times the fire of a file or two is reserved, to be prepared 
for this painful occurrence. After the execution, the 
troops break into column by the right, and move past 
the corpse in slow time. 

By Hanging. Death by hanging is witnessed by the 
troops formed in square on the gallows as a centre. 
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The executioner performs his office under the direction 
of the provost-marshal. The troops march off the 
gromid in slow time; the provost-marshal with the 
escort remaining until the body is taken down. 

Dmmmed oat. Soldiers are sometimes ordered to be 
discharged with ignominy,*in pursuance of the sentence 
of a court-martial, and the sentence is executed as fol- 
lows : The troops being assembled, and the man about 
to be discharged brought forward in charge of a guard, 
the several crimes and irregularities of which he has 
been found guilty are recapitulated, and the order for 
his discharge is read, in which is noticed his ignominious 
conduct. The buttons, fiacings, and any other distinc- 
tions are then stripped from his clothing, and he is trum- 
peted or drummed out with the "rogue's march," 
through the barracks or camp of his corps. 

Corporeal punishment is used, in the articles of war, 
to include confinements, ball, and chain, &c., to which 
an offender is subjected in his person. 

A commanding officer is not justified in rdea^ng sol- 
diers under sentence of corporeal punishment, permit- 
ting them to do duty in presence of the enemy, or at 
other times, and afterward inflicting the punishment. 
Such a release is a remission of the imexpired portion 
of the sentence. 

When a soldier is sentenced to close conjmernent in 
the cells, if sickness should require him to be removed 
to the^ hospital, he would, upon recovery of his health, 
be returned to imprisonment for the remainder of his 
sentence, but the time of his being in hospital must be 
counted a part of his imprisonment. When in ho^ital, 
he is deemed a prisoner. 
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Plaee. Couirts-martial do not notice the place of im- 
prisonment, in their sentence. This is left to the com- 
manding officer under whose control the sentence is to 
be executed, and therefore the place of imprisonment 
may be changed should the removal of the garrison, or 
other cause, render it necessary. The time taken to 
effect the change would be counted in cases of ordinary 
confinement, but where confinement, either solitary, or 
on bread and water diet, is the sentence, the prescribed 
number of days must be fulfilled. 

Time* In calculating the period of imprisonment, 
the day on which the sentence commences, and that on 
which the prisoner is to be released, are both to be 
counted; and it may also be mentioned, that in aU cases, 
unless calender months are specified, lunar months of 
twenty-eight days are always to be understood. 



CHAPTER XV. 

REDRESSING WRONGS, AND APPEALS. 

Protection to Inl^erlort. The articles of war contain 
fiill authority for protecting the rights and interests of 
inferiors, by giving to all officers and soldiers the right 
of appeal, and requiring superiors, in positive and un- 
equivocal terms, to follow certain prescribed modes for 
the doing justice to the appellant. While placing in 
the hands of the inferior the right to demand redress 
and to force a superior to act upon his complaint, the 
laws also give the superior an opportunity to redress 
the wrong, of his own motion and by his own act^ In 
the case of a soldier it requires, without qualification or 
condition, a regimental couiii-martial to be summoned 
upon complaint being made, and with the reserved and 
absolute right to appeal to a general court-martiaL In 
the case of wrongs, we thus see a palpable preference 
given to soldiers, by making an investigation immediately 
follow the complaint in the first instance, while with offi- 
cers, an examination is only required after a refusal to 
grant redress, and upon an appeal from such refusal 

Officers. The Mth article of wa/r enacts, that " If 
any officer shall think himself wronged by his colonel, 
or the commanding officer of the regiment, and shall, 
upon due application being made to him, be refused re- 
dress, he may complain to the general commanding in 
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the state or territory where such regiment shall be sta- 
tioned, in order to obtain justice; who is hereby re- 
quired to examine into said complaint, and take proper 
measures for redressing the wrong complained of, and 
transmit, as soon as possible, to the Department of War, 
a true state of such complaint, with the proceedings had 
thereon.*' 

This only refers to a wrong supposed to have been 
done by the colonel or commanding officer of the regi- 
ment, but the custom of service has extended its appli- 
cation to all wrongs implicating any superior officer, as 
the statute, being remedial and not penal, must receive 
an equitable and liberal interpretation, so as to attain 
most effectually the end in view, and prevent a failure 
of the reinedy intended. 

Following, however, the letter of the law, the aggriev- 
ed officer must first make due application for redress, to 
the colonel or commanding officer of the regiment. 
This must be made iii writing, and the supposed aggres- 
sor allowed reasonable time to act upon the application 
by redressing the grievance, or returning the complaint 
with his refusal Should he " be refused redress'! either 
in express terms, or by such a neglect of the application 
as shall constructively amount to a denial of justice, he 
may then complain to the general commanding in the 
state or territory. This complaint must pass through 
the hands of the colonel, he being an intermediate com- 
mander, who has thus a second opportunity of acting 
upon it, and must be identical with the application sub- 
mitted in the first instance. The general is required to 
examine into the complaint, and take proper measures 
for redressing the wrong, and no discretion is left him 
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in this regard, and in transmitting all proceedings had 
thereon, to the War Department. But if the charge 
laid be incapable of proof, or the grievance stated do not 
amount to a crime of military cognizance, it is usual to 
return the accusatory complaint to the party making it, 
with an admonition, or advice, that it be withdrawn. 
Should, however, the complainant insist that the state- 
ment of his grievances be brought to the notice of the 
department of war, the general is bound to forward it. 
Even his peremptory refusal to transmit it would not be 
prejudicial to the complainant, as the latter has the 
right, in that case, to address himself direct to the War 
Department through the adjutant-general's office. 

lioii-CoiiuiiiMloned Officer* and (Soldlem. The Q5th 
article of war enacts, that " If any inferior officer or sol- 
dier shall think himself wronged by his captain or other 
officer, he is to complain thereof to the commanding offi- 
cer of the regiment, who is hereby required to summon 
a regimental court-martial, for the doing justice to the 
complainant, from which regimental court-martial either 
party may, if he thinks himself still a^rieved, appeal 
to a general court-martiaL But ii^ upon a second hear- 
ing, the appeal shall appear vexatious and groundless, 
the person so appealing shall be punished at the discre- 
tion of the said court-martiaL" 

Two questions present themselves : What " wrongs*^ 
are referred to ? and, what is meant by " hie captain or 
other officer P 

This article was originally adopted from the British 
article of war, by the revolutionary government, on the 
20th of September, 1776, and was continued in force 
under the constitution until repealed and supplied by the 
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act of April lOth, 1806. Originally it read, ^^liis cap- 
tain or other officer commanding the troop, or company 
to which he belongs," and the evident intention of the 
change to " his captain, or other officer," was to extend 
the effect of the article to aU officers whatsoever. Other- 
wise, how can we reconcile the suppression of the limit- 
ation with the remedial purposes of the article. Its 
object being remedial,*khe law is intended to cover, with 
its protection, all cases which might by possibility oc- ^ 
cur, and no limitation is placed to its power that the 
rights of the soldier might be held subservient to his 
own will, in every contingency. No evil, but much good, 
must of necessity be the obvious result, and there can be 
no reason why the most liberal interpretation should 
not be given it, if there be any doubt as to the extent 
of its operation. The British article has always been, 
and is still, expressly limited to cases arising between a 
soldier and his captain, or other officer commanding his 
troop or company, but that is no argument in favor of 
such ^ construction being placed on ours, but. brings 
us to the conclusion that in making the change in its 
phraseology, our legislators desired to place no bounds 
to its beneficial effects and influences. 

^Trongs. The construction has always obtained in 
the British service, that the wrongs referred to must re- 
late to, what is commonly termed the interior economy 
of a company, and have reference to pay or allowances, 
clothing, messing, or the repair of arms and accoutre- 
ments, and must resolve itself into some claim not ad- 
mitted by the soldier ; and the British article of April 
25th, 1860, confirms the above construction, by limiting 
it to cases in which he ^^ shall think himself wronged, 
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in any matter affecting his pay or clothing, by his cap- 
tain, <&c.^^ As long as our article was an exact trans- 
cript of the old British article, just so long their inter- 
pretation held good, but in extending its operation to 
all officers, the wrongs incurred could no longer be cir- 
cumscribed within the narrow bounds of a company's 
interior economy. In our opinion, therefore, the law is 
applicable to every possible wrong inflicted by an offi- 
cer on a soldier, when that wrong is capable of being 
redressed. 

RedreM. Upon complaint being made to the com- 
manding officer of the regiment, he is required to sum- 
mon a regimental cov/rPma/rtial for the doing juetice to 
the (xymplmnarit* This requirement is imperative and 
compulsory. Punishment forms no part of its office, as 
the supposed wrong-doer is a commissioned officer over 
whom a regimental court-martial has no jurisdiction, 
and upon whom it cannot sit in judgment. Neither 
can it be considered in the light of a court of inquiry, 
because these are prohibited unless directed by the 
President of the United States, or demanded by the 
accused. This court-martial is organized for special 
pifrposes, and the only authority given to it, is to decide 
on the justice or injustice of the complaint. Even an 
opinion pointing directly to the character of an officer 
cannot be given, it must be confined to the merits of 
the complaint, and simply state whether or not it be 
well founded, and to what extent. " To do ''justice to 
a (xym/plaimxmtj and to sustain the majesty of a violated 
law, are two very different things. In the one case, a 

*The British article of war, 13 (April 25th, 1860), says, "to summon a regimen- 
tal oourt of inquiiy, for the purpose of determining whether such complaint is just '* 
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wrong may be remedied to the entire satisfaction of the 
complainant ; but in cases of a violation of Icuw by an 
officer, and where the majesty of the law is to be vindi- 
cated by the infliction of a penalty upon the aggressor, 
if a commissioned officer, a regimental court-martial 
should not be summoned, the trial of a commissioned 
officer by such court being prohibited by the 67th arti- 
cle of war ; an:l an inquiry antecedent to a trial by a 
general court-martial would be a violation of a wise 
provision of the 92d article of war."* 

The individual aggrieved must, in the first place, 
seek redress at the hands of the officer who has wrong- 
ed him, and it is only when this redress is denied him, 
and he still thinks himself wronged, that he carries his 
complaint to the commanding officer of the regiment. 
This, though not required by the letter of the law, is 
strictly in consonance with the fixed rule for communi- 
cating with superiors ; and besides, the supposed wrong- 
doer may at once do justice to the complainant, and 
obviate the necessity for further proceedings. Having 
received the complaint, the commanding officer of the 
regiment is compelled to summon a regimental court- 
martial foi* the doing justice to the complainant. If 
the alleged wrong be proved before the court-martial, 
its decision must be such as shaU cause the wrong to 
be remedied. The decision being then adverse to the 
officer, it becomes the duty of the commanding officer 
of the regiment to see that the officer does justice to 
the complainant. K the officer refuse so to do, while he 
takes no appeal from the decision, his refusal becomes 
an offence, and he is liable to trial by a general court- 

♦ G. 0. No 13, War Department, February 20th, 1843. 
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martial, for disobedience of the orders of the colonel, 
and for contempt of the decision of the regimental court 

Appeal. From the award of the court, either party, 
the soldier or the oflScer, may, if he thinks himself still 
aggrieved, appeal to a general court-martiaL But if 
upon a second hearing, the appeal shall appear vexa- 
tious and groundless, the appellant shall be punished at 
the discretion of the said court. The absolute right of 
appeal is thereby given to either party. Should the 
decision be against the appellant, the court may state 
that the appeal did not appear vexatious, as in truth it 
need not of necessity be, for the appellant might have 
entertained an honest but erroneous view of the case. 
Should the appeal, however, bear palpable evidence of 
its vexationsness or groundlessness, the court itself has 
power to award summary punishment. 

This is the only case — ^the redressing of wrongs — ^in 
which an appeal can be made to a higher tribunal, 
under the articles of war ; thus exhibiting special jeal- 
ousy for the rights of inferior officers and soldiers, by 
making in their favor a marked exception to the ordi- 
nary course of military trials. 

node of Proeeediny. The regimeniaL con/rt-martiol 
being assembled, and the parties present, the order con- 
vening the court is read, and both the appellant and 
defendant exercise the right of challenging any of the 
members. The court is then duly sworn. The com- 
plainant next makes a statement of his grievance, and 
proceeds to substantiate it by bringing in evidence, 
under oath, to prove the alleged wrong. The officer 
may then adduce any testimony he may have, in refuta- 
tion or explanation, and make such statement as he 
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may deem necessary to his exculpation. All the evi- 
dence and explanations having been received and re- 
corded, the court is closed for deliberation, and comes to 
a decision on the merits of the case. The proceedings 
are subject to the confirmation or disapproval of the 
officer ordering the court. 

From this decision, should either party think himself 
still aggrieved, he may a/ppeal to a general courirmartial^ 
by which the whole subject is again investigated. It is 
a new trial of the very same circumstances, and accord- 
ing to Blackstone " a new trial is a rehearing of the 
cause before another jury, but with as little prejudice 
to either party as if it had never been heard before. 
No advantage is taken of the former verdict, and the 
subsequent verdict, though contrary to the first, imports 
no tittle of blame upon the former jury, who, had they 
possessed the same lights and advantages, would proba- 
bly have altered their own opinion." The members of 
the regimental court can neither appear in court as de- 
fendants, nor take any part in the proceedings, nor can 
they be examined as to any point connected with the 
former trial The appellant sustains the part of prose- 
cutor, and the party in whose favor the inferior court 
has given its judgment is defendant in the cause ; the 
complaint on the original trial being the matter in * 
issue, on the truth or falsity of which the general court 
is to decide. Witnesses may be called by either party, 
whether they have been exisimined before the inferior 
court or not. " By consent of the parties the evidence 
at the former trial may be admitted."* Before neither 
of these courts does any one appear as a prisoner. 

♦ Tytler, p. 336. 
12 
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The court having assembled, the appellant and re- 
spbndent being present, the order convening the court 
is read. The judge advocate then informs the court, 
that the case about to be investigated is an appeal from 
a regimental to a general court-martial, unless the object 
of the trial be embodied in the order for assembling. 
Both parties have the right of challenging. The court 
is then duly sworn. The statement of the appellant's 
alleged wrong is now read and recorded ; after which 
he adduces evidence in support thereof. The appellant 
should not in any case be sworn. When the appellant's 
case is fuUy before the court, the respondent replies to 
it, by argument and such testimony as he considers 
necessary. He should not be sworn, unless required to 
be so by the appellant, or thought necessary by the 
court, that he may depose to facts. The examination of 
witnesses, who must all give their evidence on oath, is 
taken in precisely the same manner as on other courts- 
martiaL 

The trial being finished, the court deliberates on the 
evidence which has been adduced before it, and gives 
an opinion thereon. This opinion consists in the declara- 
tion that the decision of the regimental court-martial, 
from which the appellant has appealed, is, or is not, 
borne out by the evidence recorded on the proceedings. 
Should the court be further of opinion that the appeal 
is vexatious and groundless, such fact will be stated, 
and the court would proceed to sentence him at its dis- 
cretion. It then, remains for the reviewing authority to 
confirm or disapprove the proceedings and opinion of 
the court 



CHAPTER XVI. 

COURTS OF INQUIRY, 

A COURT of inquiry may be considered more a coun- 
cil than a court, which an officer in command may take 
advantage of to assist him in forming his judgment on 
any doubtful or intricate subject. It is sometimes called 
upon to receive and methodize information only ; at other 
times, to give an opinion on any question or subject 
proposed.* In the British service there is no specific 
enactment for holding such courts, but the power seems 
to be an emanation from the prerogative of the crown, 
and to have been consecrated by custom as part of the 
military judicature. 

Authority to Convene. For the army of the United 
States, courts of inquiry have been specially authorized 
by the 91st and 92d articles of war. The power to 
order them is therein strictly confined to the President 
of the United States, unless demanded by the accused. 
No one, therefore, but the executive can, of his own 
motion, order a court of inquiry. Upon application of 
the accused, all commanding officers have the undoubt- 
ed power to order such courts, though the practice of 
the service, in cases of commissioned officers, has limited 
its exercise to those who can convene general courts- 
martial ; and in the case of enlisted men to those officers 
who can assemble either of the inferior courts, 

♦ Griffith's Notes, p. 133. 
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If umber of Slemben^ The court shall consist of one 
or more officers, not exceeding three, and a judge advo- 
cate, or other suitable person, as a recorder, to reduce 
the proceedings and evidence to writing. 

Jurisdiction. Their jurisdiction only extends to an 
Examination into the nature of any transaction, accusa- 
tion, or imputation against any officer or soldier, but 
they shall not give their opinion on the merits of the 
case, excepting they shall be thereto specially required. 
The order directing the court to assemble should con- 
tain instructions as to the extent of the investigation, 
and should also state whether or not the court is to re- 
port the facts merely, or give an opinion on the merits 
of the case. The court must conform strictly to these 
directions, either by giving a general opinion on the 
whole matter and whether further investigation and 
action are called for, or a statement of facts only, or these 
with an opinion thereon ; its duties depending entirely 
on the instructions which the authority convening the 
court may think proper to give. Except when ordered 
by the President, the court cannot be directed to inves- 
tigate other matters than those for which the officer or 
soldier has demanded the court, unless such incidental 
examination of particular points becomes necessary for a 
true understanding of the matter in issue. 

The Accused. Although the accused cannot refuse to 
obey an order directing him to appear before a court of 
inquiry, convened for the purpose of inquiring into his 
conduct, he may object to take any part in the proceed- 
ings, and decline answering any questions which may, 
in his opinion, be prejudicial to his cause in the event 
of a trial. From the very language of the article, he 
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has, however, a positive right to be present at the ex- 
amination, because ^^ the parties accused shall also be 
permitted to cross-examine and interrogate the wit- 
nesses, so as to investigate fiilly the circumstances in 
the question." 

The jud^e advocate, as recorder, is the prosecutor in 
the case ; the accuser may, however, be permitted to re- 
main in court and make suggestions to the judge advo- 
cate. The court may allow the accuser to appear and 
prosecute the inquiry, as was done in the case of General 
PiUow, where the accuser was the prosecutor. The 
duty of the judge advocate, as recorder, is to reduce the 
proceedings and evidence to writing. 

ciiaiieiiffe. It has been decided and is now an es- 
tablished principle, that members of a court of inquiry 
can be challenged, for cause, by either party. And this 
upon obvious grounds. The proceedings before such a 
court do not diflfer materially in character from a trial, 
except in the not finding and sentencing. The members, 
judge advocate, and witnesses are sworn, and the parties 
have the right of cross-examination. In giving their 
opinion, therefore, when such opinion is required, it is 
absolutely essential that the members should arrive at 
their conclusions after a candid and impartial investiga- 
tion. The result may bear hard upon the accused in its 
effect upon public opinion, and the right of challenge, 
exercised solely for the benefit of the accused, and to 
attain impartial justice, should be permitted, subject of 
course to a wise disci:etion on the part of the court itself. 

Secrecy. By reference to the oath prescribed for the 
members and the separate one for the judge advocate,* 

* 93d article of war. 
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it will be seen that neither are bound to secrecy. The 
members are required to truly examine and inquire into 
the matter before them, according to the evidence ; and 
the judge advocate to accurately and impartially record 
the proceedings of the court and the evidence given in 
the case. Custom has, however, fixed the practice not 
to disclose any portion of the proceedings, unless sanc- 
tioned so to do by the superior authority to whom the 
proceedings are submitted, because the expression of any 
opinion might prejudice the accused before the public, 
and may be of great injury to his cause in case of trial 
by court-martial. 

irunesses. Courts of Inquiry have the same power 
to summon witnesses as courts-martial. 

Counsel. The parties before a Court of Inquiry — 
the accuser and the accused — may be allowed counsel 

The hours of sitting are not limited for courts of in-^ 
quiry. The statute is also silent as to whether the court 
shall sit with closed or open doorSy but the legal authori- 
ties are unanimous that it may be open or closed as the 
authority convening it shall prescribe. In other words, 
courts of inquiry are inherently closed courts, to which 
persons have access by permission and not of right. 
Where the authority ordering the court is silent on this 
point, the court decides at its discretion. 

Contempu before courts of inquiiy are as punishable 
as if committed before courts-martial. Officers may be 
placed in arrest, and soldiers be confined by its order. 

The accused is not necessarily iri arrest^ when attend- 
ing a court of inquiry. 

Record. The 92d article prescribes that the pro- 
ceedings of a court of inquiry must be authenticated by 



0OXJBT8 OF IKQUIEY. 183 

the signature of the recorder and the president, and de- 
livered to the convening authority, and the said proceed- 
ings may be admitted as evidence by' a court-martial, in 
cases not capital, or extending to the dismission of an 
officer, provided that the circumstances are such that 
oral testimony cannot be obtained. The proceedings 
may be returned for revision, as in the case of courts- 
martial 

The accused cannot demand a copy of the proceed- 
ings, as the legal right is confined to the case of a trial 
before a general court-martiaL* 

(Statute of l^imitatton. It was the opinion of the 
attorney-general that where there is no pertinent stat- 
ute rule, a court of inquiry is to be governed by the 
general principles of military law, applying the analo- 
gies of a court-martial where those are applicable, and 
recurring to adjudged cases, precedents ruled, authori- 
tative legal opinions and approved books of legal expo- 
8ition.f 

In his " Practice of Courts-Martial" General Macomb 
lays down the principle that " transactions may become 
the subject of investigation by courts of inquiry after a 
lapse of any number of years, on the application of the 
party accused, or by order of the President of the Unit- 
ed States ; the limitation mentioned in the 88th article 
being applicable only to general courts-martial," J 

De Hart does not accede to this doctrine, first, be- 
cause of the doubts he entertains of the power of the 
President to dismiss an officer of the army. Had the 
President that power, a court of inquiry might be con- 

* 90th article of war. f Opinions, Jan. 31st, 1857. 

X Page 94. 
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sidered a favor by which an accused person may have 
an opportunity of justifying himself, " But the power 
of the President t^ dismiss officers being an established 
legal doctrine, the objection fails for want of premises."* 
Secondly, because of the inconvenience to officers whose 
conduct is the subject of inquiry, and of the possibility 
that this power may be abused in the hands of those in 
command. The generality of these objections consti- 
tutes their best refutation. There must necessarily 
enter into a proper discussion of the subject, much 
higher and broader considerations of the public service. 

The great purpose of a court of inquiry is to collect 
information, by which to guide the discretion of him 
who orders it The exercise of that discretion may 
lead to a court-martial, but not necessarily. The sub- 
ject of inquiry may be so comprehensive that its rela- 
tion to individuals may be of secondary consideration. 
It may involve matters of' public welfare and of the 
general well-being of the service ; and as to the excul- 
pation of individuals, it is certain that the statute of 
limitation but ill performs that office ; it wholly faUs to 
satisfy the point of honor. 

" It may happen that questions shall arise as to an 
offence alleged to have been committed by an officer 
more than two years ago, as to which he ought to be 
exculpated if innocent, or if guilty dismissed by the 
President, though not liable to be tried by court-mar- 
tial. In such a case, a court of inquiry protects the 
officer, and informs the conscience of the executive. 

A court of inquiry may be needed for the very pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether an alleged offence was or 

* Opinions, Dec. 30th, 1853. 
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was not committed witliin two years, and so informing 
the mind and guiding the discretion of the executive on 
the very point of the legality of a court-martiaL 

In a T^ord, courts of inquiry are not limited in the 
terms of the articles of war ; it is well settled that they 
are not limited by construction in Great Britain ; the 
more general conclusion has been the same in this coun- 
try ; and that conclusion seems to me consonant with 
the general principles of law, and especially convenient 
in a constitutional government like the United States."* 

* Opinions, Dea 30th, 1853. 



CHAPTEE XVII. 

BOARDS FOR RETIRING DISABLED OFFICERS. 

Amhorityr By the " Act Providing for the Better 
Organization of the Military Establishment," approved 
August 3d, 1861, it is enacted, that any commissioned 
officer of the army who shall have served as such forty 
consecutive years, may, upon his own application to the 
President of the United States, be placed upon the list 
of retired officers.* And it is further enacted, that if 
any commissioned officer of the army shall have become, 
or shall hereafter become, incapable of performing the 
duties of his office, he shall be placed upon the retired 
list and withdrawn from active service and command, 
and from the line of promotion: provided that there . 
^shall not be on the retired list at any one time more 
than seven per centum of the whole number of officers 
of the army, as fixed by law.f 

In order to carry out the provisions of this act, the 
secretary of war, under the direction and approval of 
the President of the United States, shall, from time to 
time, as occasion may require, assemble a board of not 
more than nine nor less than five commissioned officers, 
two-fifths of whom shall be of the medical staff; the 
board, except those taken from the medical staff, to be 
composed, as far as may be, of his seniors in rant J 

♦ Section 15th. ^ f Section 16th. { Section 11th. 
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The Joriidictioii of these boards extends to the deter- 
mination of the facts as to the nature and occasion of 
the disability of such officers as appear disabled to per- 
form military service. As it is solely by direction and 
approval of the President, that such boards are assem- 
bled, cases of officers can be brought to their cognizance 
by this same authority alone ; and as a further protec- 
tion to individuals where such vit^l interests as their 
positions in active service are in question, no officer shall 
be retired either partially or wholly from the service 
without having had a fair and fiill hearing before the 
board, if, upon due summons, he shall demand it. 

These boards are invested by law with the powers of 
a court of inquiry and court-martial, -and their decisions 
are made subject to like revision as that of said courts 
by the President of the United States. Whenever they 
find an officer incapacitated for active service, the statute 
requires them to report whether, in their judgment, the 
said incapacity resulted from long and faithful service, 
from wounds or injury received in the line of duty, from 
sickness or exposure therein, or from any other incident 
of service. 

The action of a board assimilates more nearly to that 
of a court of inquiry, as it is not a trial to vindicate the 
majesty of violated law, but a strict investigation of the 
facts in the case, with judgment thereon. In conducting 
the proceedings, therefore, the rules which govern courts 
of inquiry are closely applicable. 

Challenge. The party whose case is before the 
board, has the same right to challenge as that of a pris- 
oner before a court-martial. This follows directly from 
the spirit of the law, which gives him the right of a 
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fair and full hearing if lie shall demand it. That a 
member entertaining feelings of malice toward the party 
concerned, should be excused from serving, is as neces- 
sary to impartial justice in euch an investigation as on 
a trial before a court-martial In the one case the 
accused is punished if convicted ; in the other if judg- 
ment be adverse, the party loses his position in active 
service, and further still, is liable to one of three condi- 
tions of xetirement, either of which will weigh most 
heavily upon an officer in a pecuniary point of view, in 
the nature of a fine of greater or less magnitude, accord- 
ing to the judgment of the board. 

Oath. The statute provides " that the members of 
the board shall in every case be sworn to an honest and 
impartial discharge of their duties." The judge advo- 
cate is also sworn to record the proceedings of the board 
and the evidence in the case, accurately and impartially, 
for although this is not mentioned in the law, yet justice 
demands that the officer who keeps the record, examines 
witnesses, &c., and is, besides, the legal adviser of the 
board, should be forced to an honest discharge of his 
duties through the binding efficacy of an oath. 

The board is not bound to secrecy, but, as in the case 
of a court of inquiry, its action should not be divulged 
until published by proper authority. 

iruneMes. These boards have, equally with courts- 
martial, the power to summon witnesses, and decide upon 
the competency and admissibility of evidence, and the 
legal scope of the investigation in each particular case. 

Counsel. The party concerned may be allowed coun- 
sel, oq. application to the board. 

Contempts. Being invested with like powers as 
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courts-martial, contempts before them may be punished 
sunmiarily; and officers of whatever grade may be 
arrested, and soldiers confined, by their order. 

The party concerned is not in arrest when before the 
board, and he may, or may not appear before it, at his 
option. 

The board sits with open doors, except when ques- 
tions arise demanding its decision, which is always made 
with closed doors. 

Rights of the Party. The party concerned has the 
right to cross-examine witnesses, and to call witnesses, 
and to offer argument. 

Decision. The board closes for deliberation, and 
whenever it finds an officer incapacitated for active ser- 
vice, will report its judgment as to the cause of said 
incapacity. The proceedings of the board must then 
be authenticated by the signatures of the presiding offi- 
cer and judge advocate, and transmitted to the secretary 
of war to be laid before the President of the United 
States for his action, the proceedings being, by law, made 
subject to his revision. 

If it be the judgment of the board, approved by the 
President, that the said incapacity " results from long 
and feithful service, from wounds or injury received in 
the line of duty, from sickness or exposure therein, or 
from any other incident of service," the disabled officer 
shall thereupon be placed upon the list of retired officers, 
with the pay proper of the highest rank held by him at 
the time of his retirement, and four rations per day. li, 
however, the judgment of the board, approved by the 
President, be that the said incapacity did not result 
from long and faithful service, <fec., but otherwise, the 
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officer shall be retired as above, either with his pay- 
proper alone, or with his service rations alone, at the 
discretion of the President, or he -shall be wholly retired 
from the service, with one year's pay and allowances; 
and in this last case, his name shall be omitted from the 
army register * The law has thus fixed, in terms, the 
action of the executive in any case that may arise. 

Revision. Should the proceedings in any case, require 
farther and more careful deliberation, the President may, 
at his discretion, send them back to the board for revision. 

The party interested may demand a copy of the pro- 
ceedings^ as with courts-martiaL 

DreM. The officers partially retired shall be entitled 
to, wear the uniform of their respective grades, shall 
continue to be borne upon the army register, and shall 
be subject to the rules and articles of war, and to 
trial by general court-martial for any breach oi the said 
articles.f 

The statute of limitation does not apply to boards 
for retiring disabled officers, and transactions running 
back through the officer's entire length of service, may 
become subject to investigation. The law states that 
the board shall determine facts as to the nature and 
occdsion of the disability. The occasion may date back 
a number of years, and without the power to investigate 
matters that transpired at that period, the end for which 
the board is assembled would be signally defeated. In 
order to pass judgment understandingly, the board must 
not only be able to decide upon the fact of the present 
disability, but also as to the cauee^ remote though it be, 
of that disability. 

* Section 17th. f Section 18th. 
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The board is dissolved by order of the secretary of 
war, under the direction and approval of the President. 

Record* The record is kept after the mode in courts- 
martial, as near as may be, separate in each case ; record- 
ing the order, the day of meeting, the members present, 
whether the party concerned appeared, or declined to 
appear, being duly summoned ; if present, whether or 
not he objected to any member named in the detail ; and 
then that the oath prescribed in the statute, " honestly 
and impartially to discharge their duties" as members 
of the board in this case, was duly taken by the mem- 
bers, &c 

Evidence. In recent cases, the following points as to 
the competency of evidence were decided by the board. 

1. In a manifest and unmistakable case, the board 
may take the evidence of their own senses as to the 
physical condition of a party, who, for instance, cannot 
walk into the room, or get up, or sit down without as- 
sistancel But generally, and in all questionable cases, 
they are to ascertain his condition, as in all judicial pro- 
ceedings, by evidence. 

2. That the conduct and services of an officer are evi- 
dence of his fitness to exercise his commission ; and that 
the reports of courts of inquiry and the judgments of 
courts-martial are competent evidence in inquiring into 
such conduct and services ; and that the whole record 
of such court shall be admitted, when required. 

3. That facts, by the testimony of officers, and their 
judgment on such facts witnessed by them, are also com- 
petent evidence in the same inquiry. 

4. That general professional regutation may fclso be 
given in evidence. 



CHAPTER XVIII. 
OF THE JUDGE ADVOCATE. 

Anthoriiy to Appoint. By the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 16th, 1802, it is enacted, "That whenever 
a general court-martial shall be ordered, the President 
of the United States may appoint some fit person to act 
as judge advocate, who shall be allowed, in addition to 
his other pay, one dollar and twenty-five cents for every 
day he shall be necessarily employed in the duties of 
the said court, and in cases where the President shall 
not have made such," &c. Ajid by the 69th article of 
the rules and articles of war, it is provided that " The 
judge advocate, or some person deputed by him, or by 
the general, or officer commanding the army, detach- 
ment, or garrison, shall prosecute in the name of the 
United States, but shall so far consider himself as coun- 
sel for the prisoner, after the said prisoner shall have 
made his plea, as to object ^o any 'leading question to 
any of the witnesses, or any question to the prisoner 
the answer to which might tend to criminate himself; 
and administer to each member of the court, before 
they proceed upon any trial, the following oath," &c. 

The power to appoint a judge advocate, or some per- 
son to officiate as such whenever a general court-martial 
is ordered and assembled, flows from the above quoted 
laws ; and the practice, based upon their liberal inter- 
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pretation is, that the power to appoint some fit person 
to act as such, is coextensive with the power to convene 
a general court-martial. This power may be deputed to 
a commanding officer of a detachment or garrison, when 
the peculiar exigencies of the service demand it. 

That the judge advocate should be a miutair person, 
is directly implied in the above article, where the " fit 
person" is compensated for his services by a specified 
allowance " in addition to his other pay," thus having 
direct reference to some person already in the employ of 
the government. The deputy^ for whose appointment 
provision is made in the 69th article, must come under 
the same rule, if we take a liberal view of the two arti- 
cles above quoted, in connection with the practice of 
armies in such cases. Furthermore, the responsibility 
of the individual exercising such vital and important 
functions in the administration of military justice, 
should be fixed beyond cavil, and as none but a mili- 
tary person would be amenable to military law, and 
subject to the militaiy superior for the faithful perform- 
ance of duty, so none but those subject to such authori- 
ty should be permitted to assume such responsibilities. 

The judge advocate must be a fit penon, whose pres- 
ence, duly appointed by authority, is essential to the 
jurisdiction of a general court-martial ; who is the legal 
adviser of the court ; H^ieprirnum mobile of a court-mar- 
tial, as McArthur says, not only impelling it to action, 
but on whom in a great measure depends that harmony 
of motion so necessary to constitute a regular court. It 
is very evident that in the prosecution of crimes before 
a special tribunal erected for special purposes, a thor- 
ough knowledge of the laws enacted for their govem- 
13 
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ment, and of the practice in similar cases, is most essen- 
tial, and such information cannot be found outside of 
the army, nor the want of it compensated by any fund 
of legal lore. Sir Charles J. Napier truly observes, 
that no one should hold this appointment till after 
undergoing a strict examination as to his knowledge of 
military and criminal law, and the practice of military 
courts. But whatever be his qualifications, he should, 
when conducting the proceedings of a court-martial, be 
impressed with the facts ; that justice is the object for 
which a court-martial is convened and the judge advo- 
cate appointed ; that the great principle of a military 
court is honor ; a conscientious adherence to substantial 
justice ; that th§ business of courts-martial is, not to dis- 
cuss points of law but to get at the truth by all the 
means in their power ; and that a judge advocate is the 
main spring of a court-martial ; that on him the court 
depends for information concerning the legality as well 
as the regularity of its proceedings ; and if he erra all 
may go wrong.* 

Besides a perfect familiarity with the rules and arti- 
cles of war, the general regulations of the army, and 
the orders bearing on the subject and issued by compe- 
tent authority, he should have recourse to the standard 
works on military law and the practice of courts-mar- 
tial, for information on the many points not fixed by 
authority. 

Protecutor. By statute the judge advocate is the 
official prosecutor of the United States, and when the 
military accuser is permitted to be present, it is not as 
a prosecutor, but only as adviser or assistant to the 

* Hughes' Duties of Judge Advocate, p. 16. 
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former, that his influence in the case pending can be 
felt No officious interference on his part would be 
tolerated, but his advice ought to be given privately to 
the judge advocate. After the prisoner has made his 
plea, it is made the duty of the judge advocate, so far 
to identify himself with the interests of the prisoner, 
as to object to any leading questions to any of the wit- 
nesses, and to any questions to the accused the answers 
to which might tend to criminate himself. This duty 
he is to perform whether or not the accused has counsel 
to assist him in the defence. The object of the court is 
not the conviction of the prisoner, as a necessity, but 
the arriving at the truth, that there may not, in any 
case, be a failure of justice, and justice does not mean a 
conviction rather than an acquittal 

While a judge advocate should never omit any thing 
which may be of service to the prisoner, neither should 
he permit a criminal to escape punishment through any 
leniency in the conduct of the trial His course should 
be thoroughly impartial, his every effort being directed 
to the attainment of truth. " TrulJi and equity should 
be most conspicuously seen at all courts-martial, but 
chicanery never permitted to enter the door."* 

The law expressly states to what extent the judge 
advocate shall be counsel for the prisoner, and as the 
constitution allows to an accused person the assistance 
of counsel in his defence, in all criminal prosecutions, 
the duty of the judge advocate as such is restricted to 
the words of the law, as indeed it must be from the* 
very nature of the case, as he cannot possibly perform 
both duties — ^prosecutor and counsel — at the same time. 

* Kennedy. 
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The practice lias, however, been for the judge advocate 
to interfere to the extent to which the court itself is 
bound to interpose ; to take care that the prisoner shall 
not suflfer fix)m a want of knowledge of the law, or from 
a deficiency in experience or of ability to elicit from 
witnesses, or to develop by the testimony a fiill state- 
ment of the facts as bearing on the defenca 

In court the judge advocate can go no farther in his 
assistance, but out of court his advice should be freely 
given when required, and every assistance extended to 
the accused ^hich is not incompatible with the honest 
discharge of his duties as the public prosecutor. High 
authority has emphatically denounced such a practice, 
on the ground that the judge advocate, being both pros- 
ecutor and counsel for the prisoner, can, nine times out 
of ten, make the latter appear innocent or guilty at his 
pleasure : he is like a man plajring a game of chess with 
himself, he can cause either the red or the white side to 
win * In the exercise of the functions of his office as 
counsel he should, therefore, caution the accused not to 
divulge his line of defence, or the nature 'of the testi- 
mony he intends eliciting from his witnesses, and con- 
fine his advice to generalities that while evolving no 
essential points that are to be made in the defence, will 
inform the accused as to the best manner in which to 
conduct it, and the points essential to be proved in 
order to insure an acquittal 

€oniuei. As it is a positive right of the prisoner to 
liave counsel to assist him, so it is admitted that the 
judge advocate may also be assisted by such ; but, as in 
the case of counsel for the defence, he can take no fur- 

• SirO. J. Napier. 
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ther part in the proceedings than by advising the judge 
advocate upon such points as may demand his attention. 
This counsel must be admitted, solely on the part of the 
United States, in whose name the prosecution is urged, 
and cannot under any circumstances be admitted at the 
instance j)f individuals interested in the result of the 
trial Pending the trial of Commander Mackenzie, of 
the navy, charged w\th'murder on boa/rd a United States 
vesad on the high eeas^ an application was made by two 
legal gentlemen, stating " that they had been employed 
by the relatives of one of the persons, for the murder 
of whom Commander Mackenzie was then on trial ; to 
attend the trial and take part therein, by examining and 
cross-examining the witnesses who might be produced, 
and propounding such questions, and offering such sug- 
gestions in relation to the proceedings &c., as they might 
deem necessary." The court, after mature deliberation, 
decided that the application could not be granted.* 

Roles of Prt^cedure. There are no statutory provisions 
regulating the manner in which military prosecutions 
are to be conducted, and therefore, in all cases in which 
forms or rules of proceeding before courts-martial have 
been neither established by law, nor fixed by the cus- 
tom of service, the procedure must be in accordance 
with the practice which governs criminal trials in the 
ordinary courts of law. 

€iiarget. The judge advocate being furnished with 
the charges and specifications on which he has to prose- 
cute, must, from the information given him by the ac- 
cuser, instruct himself in all the circumstances of the 
case, and the evidence by which the whole particulars 

♦ Trial, pp. 8, 9. 
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are to be proved against the prisoner. Where the task 
is delegated to him of arranging a prosecution on 
grounds defined for him by higher authority, it is strict- 
ly his duty to inquire what persons have knowledge of 
the facts in issue, and to what particulars each of these 
can bear testimony, so that he may not necessarily waste 
the time of the court by adducing witnesses who may 
be unable to furnish any information. 

Sammoning iTitneMes. Having ascertained what wit- 
nesses will be necessary both for the prosecution and 
defence, the judge advocate summons them all, and this 
is done at the earliest practicable moment, to avoid any 
delay in the conduct of the trial ; but with this limita- 
tion, that he shall not sununon any witness at the ex- 
pense of the United States, nor any officer of the vmy, 
without the order of the court, unless satisfied that his 
testimony is material and necessary to the ends of juB- 
tice.* There is no specific form of summons to witnesses 
laid down either by law or regulation, but it is essen- 
tial, in whatever terms prepared, that it be di*awn up 
with care and precision. 

Datiei. A judge advocate appears at a court-martial, 
in three distinct characters ; jvr8% As an officer of the 
court, for the purpose of recording its proceedings, and 
administering the regular oaths; second^ as the ad- 
viser of the court in matters of form and law ; ihi/rd^ 
as public prosecutor. In the first of these characters 
he is, of course, subject to the orders of the court, who 
may direct their proceedings to be conducted and re- 
corded in any manner which they think proper; but in 
the other two characters, the court can exercise no con- 

* Revised regulations, p. 125. 
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trol whatever over hira, as in the performance of those 
duties he must be allowed to act according to his own 
judgment and discretion * 

Record. The record of the court shall be dear and 
legibly written ; as far as practicable without erasures 
or interlineations. The pages to be nimibered, with a 
margin of one inch on the left side of each page, and at 
the top of the odd and bottom of the even pages; 
through this last margin the sheets to be stitched to- 
gether; the documents accompanying the proceedings 
to be noted and marked in such manner as to afford 
easy reference.f It is a good rule that all written evi- 
dence which tends to prove the charge ought to be 
recorded in the place where it directly applies, but such 
documents as are only introduced for explanation or 
illustration, should be annexed to the record as an ap> 
pendix. 

In the interval between the adjournment on one day 
'and the next meeting of the court, it is the duty of the 
judge advocal^ to make a fair copy of the proceedings. 
This he continues to do to the conclusion of the trial. 
At the meeting of the court he submits the/a/r copy of 
the last day's proceedings to the presiding officer, who 
either examines it himself, or requests a member to do 
so, while the judge advocate reads over in open court, 
in presence of the accused, the record he took of the 
previous day's proceedings. The court may dispense 
with the reading, but it is highly desirable that i1/ 
should be read, that errors and omissions in the fair 
copy may be corrected, and the evidence be more deeply 
impressed on the minds of the members. 

* Kennedy. f Revised regulations, p. 126. 
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Repif. After the accused lias closed the defence, the 
judge advocate has the undoubted righi of rephj. This 
right holds, where the prisoner has examined witnesses, 
or introduced documentary evidence, or has in his ad- 
dress opened new facts upon his own assertion, or upon 
documents which he may read though not proved in 
evidence. Where a r^ly is desired, the court will 
always grant the judge advocate a reasonable time for 
its preparation. 

Tytler observes, that in complicdted cases, in circum- 
stantial proof, in cases where the evidence is contradic- 
tory, it is expedient that the judge advocate should 
arrange and methodize the body of the evidence, apply- 
ing it distinctly to the fiujts of the charge (specification) 
and bringing home to the prisoner the result of the 
proof against him, balanced with the evidence of excul- 
pation or alleviation. In ordinary cases, a charge of this 
kind is not so necessary. 

Besides applying the evidence fairly to each side of 
the question, the judge advocate should iqform the court 
as to the legal bearing of the evidence ; for it may be 
that the evidence shall morally satisfy the minds of the 
court and still maybe deficient legdO/y. He should not 
assume facts to be proved, that should be left to the de- 
cision of the court ; he should show the relative bearing 
of the entire evidence, but should give no opinion. The 
members, and they alone, are, by their oaths, to deter- 
gnine according to the evidence. 

Control over Jiadge AdT<M»te« The court can exer- 
cise no control over the judge advocate in mfltters of 
form and law. It is his duty to instruct and counsel the 
court in matters of necessary form, and to explain such 
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points of law as may arise during the proceedings, and 
Ms own discretion must be his guide in determining 
when such a course may be seasonable or necessary. 

Hto Ojpf oAon. Whenever his opinion is demanded by 
the court, he is bound to give it freely and candidly, 
and even when not demanded, it is his duty in every 
case to caution the court against any violation of mate- 
rial justice, and if his counsel be disregarded, his opin- 
ion must be recorded at length in the proceedings, to- 
gether with the action of the court thereon. This is 
necessary, that the reviewing authority may have a fiill 
and complete record of all that transpired upon the 
trial, for his information and guidande, and that the 
judge advocate may stand absolved from all imputar 
tions of failure in his duty of giving counsel, and the 
error or wrong committed, be chargeable to the proper 
source. 

De Hart says : " It thus seems to be a well-settled 
point, that whenever any thing occurs in the progress 
of a trial, which calls for the declaration of an opinion 
of the judge advocate, it is proper that such opinion 
should be entered on the record." Whenever the court, 
refuses to adopt the opinions of the judge advocate in- 
volving important points of law bearing upon the case 
the grounds upon which their decision rests should also 
be recorded. 

When the court is cleared for deliberation on the 
finding and sentence, the duty of the judge advocate is 
merely that of recorder, and he abstains from intimating, 
in any manner, his judgment as to the guilt or innocence 
of the accused. If, at this stage of the proceedings, his 
opinion be asked, it shall be given, or should he notice 
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any irregularity or illegality in the finding or any devia- 
tion from the letter of the law in passing sentence, it is 
clearly his duty to point out the error. 

Proeeedlnfs. The court having concluded its labors, 
the record of the proceedings must be authenticated by 
the signatures of the president diid judge advocate, who 
shall also certify, in like manner, the sentence pro- 
nounced by the court in each case. 

The judge advocate shall transmit the proceedings, 
without delay, to the officer having authority to confirm 
the sentence, who shall state, at the end of the proceed- 
ings in each case, his decision and orders thereon. 

The original proceedings of aU general courts-martial, 
^fter the decision on them of the reviewing authority, 
and all proceedings that require the decision of the 
President, under the 65th and 89th articles of war, and 
copies of all orders confirming or disapproving, or re- 
mitting the sentences of courts-martial, and all official 
communications for the judge advocate of the army, will 
be addressed to " TTie Ad^vicmtrOeneral of the Army^ 
Wa/r Departments^ marked on the cover, " Jvdge Advo- 
ooOer* 

The proceedings of garrison and regimental courts- 
martial will be transmitted without delay by the garri- 
son or regimental commander, to the department head- 
quarters for the supervision of the department com- 
mander. 

By the original proceedings is meant the fair copy^ 
which has been daily submitted for the inspection of the 
court, and has been corrected in its presence. 

Tiiue of AUendanee. The certificate of the judge 

* Revised regulations, p. 126, and 90th article of war. 
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advocate shall be evidence of the time of attendance on 
the court of the members and witnesses, and of the time 
he himself was necessarily employed in the duty of the 
court. Of the time occupied in travelling, each officer 
will make his own certificate. 

Before Conrta of Inqalrjr. The specified duties of a 
judge advocate before a court of inquiry, are, " as a re- 
corder, to reduce the proceedings and evidence to 
writing ;" — ^in conjunction with the president to authen- 
ticate the proceedings by his signature ; — ^to administer 
an oath to the members ; and himself to swear that he 
will " accurately and impartiaUy record the proceedings 
of the court and the evidence to be given in the case in 
hearing.^' He also administers to the witnesses the same 
oath that is taken before a court-martial. He summons 
all witnesses required for the investigation of the cir- 
cumstances, regarding which the court is assembled, and 
gives notice to the party interested of the time and place 
of meeting. 

The object of tbe eonrt being mainly to gather and 
methodize information, so as to enable the convening 
authority to arrive at correct conclusions, it becomes 
the duty of the judge advocate to examine the witnesses, 
and lend his exertions to attain that object, by a search- 
ing and scrutinizing inquiry into the minutiae of the 
subject ordered to be investigated, so that the entire 
circumstances of the case may be laid before the con- 
vening authority in a clear and explicit form. 

As the proceedings of a court of inquiry, by having 
the witnesses sworn, partake of a judicial character, the 
judge advocate must be considered as a legal adviser to 
the court, and he is therefore bound to see that no im- 
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proper evidence is admitted, and to put the court on 
their guard against the commission of legal errors.* 

Mode of Proceeding. The court having convened, 
the judge advocate shall, in presence of the accused, if 
any, read the order constituting the court, and wiU then 
ask the accused if he has any objections to any of the 
members, which question with the answer must be re- 
corded. 

The c6urt is then sworn by the judge advocate, and 
the latter is sworn by the presiding officer. 

The judge advocate now reads any special instructions 
that may have been ^ven to the court for their guidance 
and government, and this act will also be recorded. 

The court having decided, with closed doors, upon the 
best mode of procedure, the doors are opened and the 
parties recalled. The witmssses are next examined, and 
their evidence takcD down in the same manner and 
order as is observed on trials by courts-martial ; and a 
favr copy of the proceedings made from day to day, 
which is read over and corrected at their next meeting. 

The business of the court having been concluded, the 
record of the proceedings will be authenticated by the 
signatures of the president and judge advocate, and be 
transmitted by the latter to the authority ordering the 
court 

* De Hart, p. 332. 



CHAPTEK XIX. 

REMARKS ON ARTICLES OF WAR. 

Mutiny or Sedition. "Art. 7. Any officer or soldier 
who shall begin, excite, cause, or join in any mutiny or 
sedition in any troop or company in the service of the 
United States, or in any party, post, detachment, or 
guard, shall suffer death, or such other pimishment ^ius 
by a court-martial shall be inflicted. 

" Art. 8. Any officer, non-commissioned officer, or sol- 
dier, who, being present at any mutiny or sedition, does 
not use his utmost endeavor to suppress the same, or 
coming to the knowledge of any intended mutiny, does 
not, without delay, give information thereof to his com- 
.manding officer, shall be punished by the sentence of a 
court-martial with death, or otherwise, according to the 
nature of his offence. 

" Art. 9. Any officer or soldier who shall strike his 
superior officer, or draw or lift up any weapon, or offer 
any violence against him, being in the execution of his 
office, on any pretence whatsoever, or shall disobey any 
lawful command of his superior officer, shall suffer 
death, or such other punishment as shall, according to 
the nature of his offence, be inflicted upon him by the 
sentence of a court-martial." 

By mutiny is understood resistance to lawful military 
authority : this resistance may be either active or pas- 
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rive. It implies not only extreme insubordination, as 
individually resisting by force, or collectively rising 
against or opposing military authority, but a murmur- 
ing or muttering against the exercise of authority, tend- 
ing to create disquiet and dissatisfaction in the army. 
It is not, therefore, necessarily an aggregate offence 
committed by many individuals, or by more than one. 
" It may originate and conclude with a single person ; 
and be as complete with one actor in it, as one thou- 
sand."* 

By sedition is meant resistance to the government or 
civil authorities, necessarily involving, or resulting in 
insubordination to military authority. 

The crime of mutiny or sedition must be proved by 
acts, or by words in connection with acts, for no one can 
be convicted of having begun, excited, caused, or joined 
in any mutiny or sedition, unless it be proved that said 
crime was actually committed. 

The act of beginning any mutiny is an overt act, and 
the direct employment of force against authority, as 
where a private soldier, when on guard duty, stabs with 
a bayonet the officer commanding the said guard ; the 
exciting to any mutiny, though it. may not insure, the 
completion of the act intended, is still an ^ of mutiny, 
as where an officer endeavors by words or gestures to 
dissuade the men from' doing a duty they are ordered to 
perform ; the causing any mutiny, by agitating the pro- 
priety or impropriety of the measures of their superiors, 
— such conduct tending to create discontent among the 
soldiers ; the joining in any mutiny, as where soldiers 
join, actively, in any act of insubordination or mutiny, 

* Samuel, p. 257. 
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or, passively, do not use their utmost endeavors to sup- 
press the same, or coming to the knowledge of any in- 
tended mutiny, do nqt at once give information thereof 
to their commanding officer. 

striking a Superior Officer, being In the Execution 
of hift Office. That the violence offered to a superior 
must be while in the execution of his office, is fixed as 
an inseparable part of the offence^ and must be proved, 
in order to subject the accused to the severe penalty 
contemplated by the article. To be in the execution 
of his office does not necessarily require the officer, or 
non-commissioned officer, to be in the actual performance 
of a prescribed duty, as parade, drill, or guard, for what- 
ever the law, regulations, or custom of service require 
of him, that it is his duty to perform, and while so em- 
ployed he is in the execution of his office and entitled to 
the protection of the law. 

To constitute the offence, it must appear that the 
offender was aware of the rank or superiority of the 
superior. An officer may be in the execution of his 
office in plain clothes, and to prove the crime in such a 
case T<^ould necessitate the proof, that the offender, at the 
time, was aware that his violence was directed toward 
his superior officer.* When the charge is thus fully 
made out by evidence, the mere act of drawing or lift- 
ing up a weapon against a superior, is mutiny, and pun- 
ishable by death at tie discretion of the court. 

It may be well to remark, that mutinous conduct is 
not one of the nominated offences in the articles of war, 
and cannot be prosecuted under either of the three mu- 
tiny articles above quoted. It can only be taken cogni- 

* Simmons, p. 298. 
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zance of by a court-martial, when, in terms of the gen- 
eral article, it is further described in the charge, " to the 
prejudice of good order and military discipline." 

Disobeying any lAwtal Command of his Superior Offi- 
cer, Disobedience of orders is reckoned among the grav- 
est military crimes, and as such is made a penal offence 
by the 9th article. A refusal to obey any order is un- 
doubtedly mutiny, although a failure or refusal to obey 
one, or two, or any number, more or less, of special 
orders for reasons in each case, may be consistent with 
a general submission to military authority, and may 
argue no intent to resist or subvert it. 

It was announced in orders, by direction of the 
general-in-chief, that under the 9th and 67th articles, the 
jurisdiction of the inferior courts-martial does not ex- 
tend to cases where the offence is specifically charged 
as "disobedience of orders." The following decision 
upon the same point, was subsequently made by the 
secretary of war. " The question is not clear upon the 
authority of the text writers. But I incline to the 
opinion of the general-in-chief. Certainly, if ^disobe- 
dience of ordera' means ' disobedience of a lawful com- 
mand of a superior officer in the execution of his office,' 
it is a * capital case,' and not triable by a garrison court, 
and however that may be, the order of the general-in- 
chief is mandatory to garrison commanders, and does, in 
effect, forbid any such commander to send any such case 
to a garrison court, or to execute their sentence in such 
case."* 

Ctaallenvef. "Art. 25. No officer or soldier shall 
send a challenge to another officer or soldier, to fight a 

* G. 0., War Department, November Ist, 1868. 
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duel, or accept a challenge if sent, upon pain, if a com- 
missioned officer, of being cashiered ; if a non-commis- 
sioned officer or soldier, of suffering corporeal pimish- 
ment, at the discretion of a court-martiaL 

"Art. 28. Any officer or soldier who shall up 
braid another for refusing a challenge, shall himself be 
punished as a challenger ; and all officers and soldiers 
are hereby discharged from any disgrace or opinion of 
disadvantage which might arise from their having re- 
fused to accept of challenges, as they will only have 
acted in obedience to the laws, and done their duty as 
good soldiers who subject themselves to discipline." 

In a recent case, Colonel 8. was brought to trial be- 
fore a general court-martial, charged with violation of 
the above-quoted articles of war. 

1st In sending a challenge to General H. to fight a 
duel, in words as follows : 

" Washinotok, D. C, F^brua/ry 15, 1858. 
" Sib : As more than twenty-four hours have passed, 
since my note to you of yesterday, I have a right to 
presume that you do not intend to answer it ; I have 
therefore to invite you to leave this city with me to- 
morrow morning, to go to any place you may designate. 
I send this note privately to avoid committing any 
friend as long as possible. An early answer is re- 
quested. 

" I am, with due respect, 

«E. V. S , 

" Col. \at Ocuoabry. 

« Brevet Brig.-Gen. W. S. H , 

" Gd. 2d DragoonaP 
14 
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2d. In upbraiding General H. for refusing to fight a 
duel, in words as follows : 

" WASHnroTON, D. C, February^ 16, 1858. 
" Sib : I received with great surprise your note of last 
evening, and have only to say to you ; that a man who 
could insult a brother officer from an official covert, and 
afterwards refuse to apologize, or to give him that satis- 
faction which he had a right to demand, is utterly un- 
worthy of any farther notice from me. 

" I am, &a, ^ 

"E.V.S , 

"Brevet Brig. Gen. W. S. H " Gd. 1st Gcwalry. 

" (M. 2d Dragoons!^ 

The verdict of the court was an acquittal of both 
charges and their specifications. 

The secretary of war, reviewing the proceedings, 
says: 

" Colonel S ^'s note of the 16th February is a chal- 
lenge within the meaning of the article of war. The 
military authorities, and the decisions of courts-martial 
are dear in this regard. - They lay down, what is indeed 
the necessary doctrine to give effect to the law, that 
^ no paHicvlar ph/raaeclogyj no set form ia necessary to a 
challenge y nor *a formal invitation to fight j but *a 
fthere hint or suggestiovH is sufficient, and even ' such a 
defUmce as casts the hv/rden on the other pa/rty^ As 
challenges are in violation of law, ingenuity is not uncom- 
monly exercised to avoid a plain expression of their pur- 
pose. But these are artifices to defeat the law, which 
courts of law wiU never favor. And when the meaning 
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is SO dear as to be intelligible to the party who receives 
the challenge, it answers its purpose, and is inteUigible 
to the tribunal which tries it. In this case, however, 
the challenge is plainly expressed ; even if it were not 
conclusively interpreted by the rest of the correspon- 
dence, and expressly as * a demand of eaii^action.^ 

"The doctrine of the findings in this case, would ren- 
der the article of war void and inoperative, by indicat- 
ing a mode of doing without breach of the law what 
it is the exact purpose of the law to forbid. 

" A rigid enforcement of strict discipline in the army 
is the most essential roiiuisite for its honor and efficiency. 
If the bonds of discipline are loosened, it is only a ques- 
tion of time when the army wiU become a mob, and 
public opinion will ascribe to it that character, even be- 
fore it would be fairly entitled to it."* 

Oflbnces against Citizens, &c, " Art. 82. Everyofficer 
commandiQg in quarters, garrisons, or on the march, 
shall keep good order, and, to the utmost of his 
power, redress all abuses or disorders, which may be 
oonmiitted by any officer or soldier under his command ; 
if, upon complaint made to him of officers or soldiers 
beating or otherwise ill-treating any person, or disturb- 
ing fairs or markets, or of committing any kind'of riots, 
to the disquieting of the citizens of the United States, 
he, the said commander, who shall refuse or omit to see 
justice done to the offender or offenders, and reparation 
made to the party or parties injured, as far as part of 
the offender's pay shall enable hijp or them, shall, upon 
proof thereof, be cashiered, or otherwise pimished, as a 
general court-martial shall direct. 

* G. 0. No. 2, War Department March leth, 1858. 
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" Art. 83. When any commissioned officer or soldier 
shall be accused of a capital crime, or of having used 
violence, or committed any offence against the person or 
property of any citizen of any of the United States, such 
as is punishable by the known laws of the land, the 
.commanding officer and officers of every regiment, troop, 
or company, to which the person or persons so accused 
shall belong, are hereby required, upon application duly 
made by, or in behalf of the party or parties injured, to 
use their utmost endeavors to deliver over such accused 
person or persons to the civil magistrate, and likewise 
to be aiding and assisting to tl|^ officers of justice in 
apprehending and securing the person or persons so 
accused, in order to bring him or them to trial. K any 
conmoianding officer or officers shall wilfully neglect, or 
shall refuse, upon the application aforesaid, to deliver 
over such accused person or persons to the civil magis- 
trates, or to be aiding and assisting to the officers of jus- 
tice in apprehending such person or persons, the officer 
or officers so offending shall be cashiered." 

The 32d article authorizes and requires every com- 
manding officer to redress all abuses or disorders which 
may be committed by any officer or soldier of his com- 
mand, to the disquieting of the citizens of the United 
States. 

By the 83d article, it is made a condition precedent 
to his being delivered up, that the person called for 
shall be accused of some offence such as is ^' punishable 
by the known laws qjf the land." To the men tmder 
his command, so long as they continue to discharge their 
duties, the superior owes a duty of protection, which is 
first in point of time and highest in obligation, and he 
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has no right to withdraw it except as specified in the 
article. A mere demand based upon the fact that an 
offence~has been committed against the person or prop- 
erty of a citizen, is not sufficient. The oflfence must be 
specified, and it is his duty to satisfy himself by a care- 
ful scrutiny of the circumstances, that the offence is one 
contemplated by the article. He should be furnished 
with the specific charge, and the name of the injured 
party ; and an affidavit should accompany the demand, 
giving all the information necessary to a full compre- 
hension of the case. 

The application m^t be made " by, or in behalf of 
the party or parties injured.'* In the case of murder, 
the party injured cannot act. In his behalf or in that of 
the society injured in his person, it is the right of any 
and every citizen to move the courts of the country to 
apply the laws of the land to the criminal, and a com- 
manding officer would scarcely hesitate, in such case, to 
surrender the accused to the civil authorities. 

Under the supposition that the act is internal to the 
army, as that an officer on duty kills a superior officer, 
the act, though mutiny by military law, would be 
murder by the ordinary law, and as such be triable by 
a civil court. " There the whole society is a party in- 
jured, and the public prosecutor may justly demand 
that the criminal shall be held amenable to the aggrieved 
majesty of the law of the land, either with or without a 
technical conformity of proceeding to the letter of the 
articles of war."* 

CmbeKziement. Art. 39. Every officer, who shall be 
convicted before a court-martial, of having embezzled, 

* Opiniona, April 7th, 1854. 
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or misapplied, any money with whicli he may have been 
intrusted, for the payment of the men nnder his com- 
mand, or for enlisting men into the service, or for other 
purposes, if a commissioned officer, shall be cashiered, 
and compelled to refund the money ; if a non-commis- 
sioned officer, shall be reduced to the ranks, be put under 
stoppages untU the money be made good, and suffer 
such corporeal punishment as such court-martial shall 
direct. 

In the case of Captain T. J. who was tried before a 
general court-martial, on the charge of " embezzlement of 
pvUic money intruated to him^^ the court found him 
guilty of portions of each of the first two specifications, 
but attached no criminality thereto, and therefore acquit- 
ted him of the charge. 

The following were the orders thereon from the War 
Department.* 

"The verdict of the Ist and 2d specifications to the 
1st charge does not express the meaning of the court. 
For surely a court sworn to administer the law cannot 
mean to return a verdict which is a pure and simple 
contradiction of the law. The court cannot have meant 
to declare that it is not embezzlement to render a false 
voucher for payment of money not paid when the law 
declares that it is embezzlement. The court must there- 
fore have meant that the accused is not guilty of the 
facts charged in the legal sense ; that he did not wilfully 
and designedly render a false voucher. That this is 
what the verdict meant would also appear from the rul- 
ing on the plea in bar, and from the evidence on the 
record to the facts. The accused pleaded, with other 

* a 0. No. L War Department^ January 18th, 1861. 
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matters in bar, that tlie act of Congress of August 6, 
1846, defining embezzlement, is the law in the trial of 
indictments in the civil courts of the- United States, but 
is not the law of embezzlement in their courts-martial 
The court, properly, overruled the plea. And it is in 
place here to remark, that the rendering of false vouch- 
ers was always evidence of embezzlement at common 
law, and the effect of the recent statute, upon that point, 
is merely to relieve the prosecution of the necessity of 
ascertaining the exact amount overcharged and embez- 
zled by making any overcharge an embezzlement of the 
whole amount of the voucher. The evidence on the 
record which also goes to explain the verdict, is this : 
testimony for the defence was brought to show that the 
accused gave his clerk for the claimant a check for $2,000, 
and that the account was made up by the clerk and 
receipted by the claimant for a larger amount than paid 
without the knowledge of the accused. K this evidence 
satisfied the court, they ought to have rendered a general 
verdict of not guilty ; or a special verdict explaining the 
facts in their legal relation, and not the verdict they 
have rendered, finding the facts as charged, and rejecting 
and denying the necessary and legal conclusion from 
them. 

"The record discloses very extraordinary errors in the 
proceedings. The prosecution offered in evidence the 
receipts designated in the specification to the 2d dharge, 
to which the defence objected ^ on the ground that they 
were part of^ and attached to the proceedings of the 
court of inquiry," and the court sustained the objection. 
The prosecution then offered parole evidence of thei| 
contents ; the defence objected, and the court overruled 
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the objection. In these decisions the court contrived to 
violate the plainest rules of evidence. It is really unac- 
countable how a court could conceive that evidence, 
documentary or oral, should be rejected in one court 
because it had been admitted in another court, or that 
a document being incompetent, its contents by paiole 
could be admitted. 

"Again; the voucher for $2,452.70 alleged to be 
overcharged being in proof for the prosecution, and for 
the defence that $2,000 had been paid, the prosecution 
asked whatpa/rt of that payment was on account of that 
voucher. The defence objected. That the inquiry was 
pertinent, that it went precisely to the gist of the mat- 
ter on trial, would seem to be obvious ; and, moreover, 
the prosecution explained, that the claimant had, in 
fact, signed other vouchers, and the point was how 
much had been paid on that voucher. Nevertheless the 
court sustained the objection and ruled out the inquiry. 
Then the prosecution asked if the whole of the $2,000 
was paid on that voucher. The defence objected (what 
was clear enough), that that was matter just ruled out. 
But now the couii overrule the objection and admit the 
answer, and allow it to be shown that ^ the whdi of 
the $2,000 was not paid on that voucher, though they 
would not allow it to be shown * whatparf of it was so 
paid ; and consequently what part of the voucher had 
been paid, and that material inquiry they left aa much 
in the dark as they found it. 

" Errors such as these are inexcusable. 

"This record presents, however, a much more import- 
ant subject for the animadversion of the department and 
the information of the army. This accused and some 
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other disbursing officers have been charged with render- 
ing vouchers of payment, when, in feet, the payments 
had not been made. Their defence is, that having no 
public money, they had given the public creditor, for 
indispensable supplies or services, certificates of public 
debt, or pledged their personal credit, and then took his 
receipt to draw the money on it and apply it according 
to the liabilities so incurred. It is sufficient to say that 
the law positively forbids such vouchers ; that it makes 
it felony to render a voucher of money paid when it is 
not paid; that the proper mode of drawing public 
money for disbursements is by requisition and not on 
false vouchers ; and that the department can accept no 
excuse for a practice which, with whatever good inten- 
tions, is forbid by law, and tends to discredit all public* 
acooujits." 

iiniiik oji IHitjr* " Art. 45. Any commissioned officer 
who shall be found drunk on his guard, party, or other 
duty, shall be cashiered. Any non-commissioned officer 
or soldier so offending shall suffer such corporeal pun- 
ishment as shall be inflicted by the sentence of a court- 
martial." 

The following was the decision of the War Depart- 
ment in the cases of Captain S. and Lieutenant M., who 
were tried on the charge of " DrvmJcennesa on duty^ 

"These cases raise the question whether the parties 
on trial were on duty in the sense of the 45th article of 
war. In one sense, * on duty' is in contradistinction to 
*on leave -of absence.' But the expression appears to 
have a narrower meaning in the 45th article of war. 
The old law in this matter ran in these words : ^ guard, 
party, or other duty under arms.' The omission of the 
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words * under arms' from the present law, with intention 
to include aU descriptions and circumstances of duty, 
yet still leaves excepted those other occasions ii^ camp 
or garrison, when the officer is, in the ordinary language 
of service, * off duty.' It is unnecessary to add that 
drunkenness off duty, according to the circumstances, 
may be cognizable by a court-martial, but not under the 
45th article of war. What then are the conditions 
which bring the offence under this article ? It is diffi- 
cult to make a general definition which shall be precise 
and accurate. The law leaves it, as other general words 
of statutes, to judicial interpi^tation in the particular 
case. In one of these cases the court find that an officer, 
drunk at a dancing party, when engaged in no act of 
duty, and called on for the performance of no duty, was 
drunk on duty, because it was during his tour as officer 
of the day, and the same court find, in the other case, 
that an officer is not drunk on duty, when being sent to 
execute a duty requiring his attention from day to day, 
he gets drunk after he has cpmmenced it, and is thus 
rendered unable to continue it ; or, when having receiv- 
ed an urgent and peremptory order, calling for immedi- 
ate execution, he is unable to execute it, because of his 
drunkenness. The department holds that all these are 
cases of drunkenness on duty.''* 

And in a subsequent case the following were the 
orders thereon : 

" The court suggest no explanation of the distinction 
they take that the accused was ^drunh in the actval 
execvMon of hie office^ but not * drunk on dai/if in the 
meaning of the article of war. The department cannot 

* G. 0. No. '7, War Department, June 18th, 1866. 
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discover any just groxuK^^for the distinction, wliicli is 
even expressed by a contradiction. The article of war 
must be taken to use its words in their plain meaning. 
If it be the idea of the court, that because certain duties 
are specified in the article, its purview is limited to 
those and like duties, they impose a restriction on the 
general words that follow the specification, which the 
words themselves do not carry, and which is inconsist- 
ent with the policy and history of- the statute. K by 
specifying ^ guard or party,' only like duties of special 
detail are meant, the law is greatly defective, and dis- 
regards the most important occasions of military service, 
whCTe the whole are under arms, as parade, review, drill, 
or battle. The former statute specified * guard, party, 
or other duty under arms.' The omission of the words 
' under arms,' removed one restriction without introduc- 
ing a new one. The specification and the general ex- 
pression each have their appropriate office. ♦ For example, 
a case specified is that of an officer of the guard, during 
his tour, even when engaged in no act of duty ; and the 
general words provide for all actual occasions of duty. 
The construction of this article of war promulgated fix>m 
the War Department in general order No. 7, 1856, is 
here affirmed; also the rule announced in that order- 
and in general order No. 8, of that year, to the effect, 
that where a charge is laid expressly cmd exdti&wely 
under a particular article, the finding of the court is 
confined to that article. « 

^The court refused to admit on their record an argu- 
notent of the judge advocate, objecting to an application 
by the defence for delay. It was the duty of the judge 
advocate to make the objection, and the arguij^ent by 
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which he sustained it was very proper. It was a part 
of the proceedings which ought to have been entered on 
their record.''* 

Corretpondinir witb the Eiieniy. ^^ Art. 57. Whosoever 
shall be convicted of holding correspondence with, or 
giving intelligence to the enemy, either directly or indi- 
rectly, shall suffer death, or such other punishment as 
shall be ordered by the sentence of a court-martiaL" 

By the 57th article of the act of Congress entitled 
An Act for establishing Rules ^d Articles for the gov- 
ernment of the Armies of the United States, approved 
April 10, 1806, "holding correspondence with, or giving 
intelligence to the enemy, either directly or indirectly," 
is made punishable by death, or sudi other punishment 
as shall be ordered by the sentence of a court-martiaL 
Public safety requires strict enforcement of this article. 
It is therefore ordered that all correspondence and com- 
munication, verbally or by writing, printing or tele- 
graphing, rejecting operations of the army or military 
movements on land or water, or respecting the troops, 
camps, arsenals, intrenchments, or military affairs, within 
the several military districts, by which intelligence shall 
be, directly or indirectly, given to the enemy, without 
the authority and sanction of the general in command, 
be and the same are absolutely prohibited, and from 
and after the date of this order persons violating the 
same will be proceeded against under the 57th article 
of war.f 

Conduct IJnbeeomlBff 'bm Officer and a Gentleman. 
"Art. 88. Any commissioned officer convicted before a 

♦ G. O. No. 6, War Department, May 23d, 1857. 
4 f G. 0. No. 67, War Department, August 26th, 1861. 
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general court-martial of conduct unbecoming an officer 
and a gentleman, shall be dismissed the service.^' 

In the case of an assistant sorgeon of the army, who 
was put np<m his trial, chained with ^^ conduct wnbeeom^ 
ing cm officer cmd a gerUlemmi^ the following orders 
were issued by the secretary of war : 

^ When the proceedings in this case were first 
submitted to the department, it seemed to it that the 
finding of the court on the first chaise was inconsistent 
with their finding on the specification to that charge, 
and in order to afford the court an opportunity of r^ 
considering it, the case was remanded to them. They 
have, however, thought proper to adhere to their former 
decision. As the matter is altogether one of opinion, 
the department will not interfere with that of the court. 
It deems it proper, however, with reference to cases that 
may hereafter arise, to make known its views on the 
83d article of war, particularly as it appears that the 
court have not only misconceived the meaning and in- 
tent of the article, but perhaps its language. 

"The court, in assigning its reasons for not applying 
the article to this case, say, that the conduct of the aa 
cused ^was not of that enormity (scandalous-^md in- 
famous) which was contemplated by the article in ques- 
tion — such as degrades a man from the association of 
gentlemen, i&c.' 

" From these expressions the court were evidently of 
opinion that a party cannot be convicted under the 83d 
article of war, unless his conduct should be scandalous 
and infamous. Such is not the opinion of the depart- 
ment. The words ^scandalous and infSamous' are not 
to be found in the 83d article. On the contrary, those 
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words were found in the old rules and articles of war, 
as enacted in 1776, anfl revised in 1786, in the article to 
which the 83d of the act n,ow in force corresponds ; and 
they were dropped at the revision by Congress in 1806, 
when the existing law for the government of the army 
was established* It cannot be doubted that this change 
was designed* It is therefore equivalent to a dedaxsr 
tion by Congress that it should no longer be necessary 
in order to bring an officer within the scope of that ar- 
ticle that the act charged should be ^scandalous and 
infamous,' provided it were * unbecoming an officer and 
a gentleman*' Nevertheless the court have referred to 
these words as if they formed a part of the existing 
law. 

^ An officer of the highest merit may, from indiscretion 
or thoughtlessness, or from momentary excitement, do 
an act which all right-minded persons would consider 
as highly unbecoming a gentleman, and yet if it in- 
volved nothing dishonorable or morally wrong, he would 
not thereby forfeit his character as a gentleman. 

" Assuming the facts found by the court to be true, 
the attack by Dr. S. upon Lieutenant S. was attended 
with many aggravating circumstances which distinguish 
it from an ordinary assault and battery. The court 
have found that it was premeditated and ^ without good 
and sufficient cause ;' that Dr. S. struck Lieutenant 8. 
* whilst he was looking in the opposite direction, and 
not prepared for an assault,' and this in the * view of 
ladies, citizens, and soldiers.' 

"Conduct like this would be considered highly repre- 
hensible if committed by any one in civil life; and the 
department does not consider that either the character 
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or the interests of the aamy would be promoted by 
lowering the standard of propriety in the service, and 
converting conduct improper in itself— and whether 
committed by an officer or by any one else, into a mere 
breach of military discipline. 

"The court may possibly have considered that the 
.punishment prescribed by the 83d article was dispro- 
portioned to the offence committed by Dr. S., but that 
question was not submitted to them. The law in this 
case affixes the* punishment, and it is the province of 
the revising power, and not that of the court, to miti- 
gate! it according to circumstances.'^* 

* War Department, December 11th, 1862. 



CHAPTER XX, 

OP EVIDENCE. 

It has been laid down as an indisputable principle 
tbat whenever a legislative act erects a new judica 
ture, without prescribing any particular rules of evi- 
dence to it, the common law will supply its own rules, 
j&x)m which it will not allow such newly erected court 
to depart. The rules of evidence, then, that obtain in 
the criminal courts of the country, must be the guides 
for courts-martial — ^the end sought for being truth, 
these rules laid down for the attainment of that end 
must be intrinsically the "same in both casea These 
rules constitute the law of evidence, and involve the 
quality, admissibility, and effect of evidence, and its ap- 
plication to the purposes of truth. 

Evtdenee is that which, exclusive of mere argument, 
is legally offered to a court-martial, for the purpose of 
enabling them to arrive at the truth in any matter sub- 
mitted to their determination. 

Evidence is of two kinds : Parol Evidence, consisting 
of the vwa voce examination of witnesses, and irritten 
KFldenee. 

AH evidence may be divided into direct or positive 
evidence, and indirect or presimiptive evidence. 

Direct or Positive Evidence is the testimony derived 
£rom those who had actual knowledge of the principal 
or disputed point. 
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Indirect or PreiamptlTe Evldeilce is where an infer- 
ence is made as to the truth of the disputed fact, from 
collateral &cts ascertained by competent means. It is 
an act of reasoning. 

Proof is where the evidence submitted, is sufficient 
to produce a conviction of the truth of the &cts to be 
established* 

Proof may be either positive, or presumptive. 

Positive Proof arises from direct evidence, which if 
true, establishes or overthrows a fact immediately in 
question. • 

PreinmptiTe Pfroof arises from presumptive evidence, 
that is, evidence which directly proves some tauctj the 
truth of which indirectly proves or disproves some other 
fact which is immediately the subject of investigation. 

The parties to a trial are not permitted to addtice every 
description of evidence which, according to their own 
notions, may be supposed to elucidate the matter in 
issue ; if such a latitude were permitted, evidence might 
be often brought forward which would lead rather to 
error than to truth, the attention of the court might be 
diverted by the introduction of irrelevant or imma- 
terial evidence, and the investigation extended to a most' 
inconvenient length. To guard against these evils, cer- 
tain rules for limiting and regulating the admissibility 
of evidence have been established from time to time.* 

ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE. 

It is the province of the court to decide all questions on 
the admissibility of evidence. Whether there is any evi- 

* 1 Phillipps, 3 ; SlmmoDB, 434. 
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dence, ia a question for the court as judge, but whether 
the evidence is sufficient^ is a question for the court as 
jury to determine ; and this rule applies to the admissi- 
bility of every kind of evidence, written as well as oraL 

There are certain conditions precedent which are re- 
quired to be observed, before evidence is to be submit- 
ted for the consideration of the court. Thus an oath 
or its equivalent, and competency in a witness, are con- 
ditions precedent to admitting viva voce evidence — the 
burden of making out that a witness is incompetent, 
lies on the party who makes the objection ; — so also is 
the fact of a person's expectation of hnmediate deatli, 
previously to the admission of proof of his dying dec- 
larations ; and the proof of requisite search, previously 
to the admission of secondary evidence of lost writings. 

The law excludes some descriptions of evidence as 
wholly improper to be submitted to the jury, and rejects 
the testhnony of certain persons, who are on this account 
termed incompetent witnesses The rules respecting 
these are chiefly founded on the consideration, that, in 
the generality of instances, the testimony of those wit- 
nesses w^uld mislead the court, and it is obvious that 
•the propriety of the exclusion in each particular case, 
must be judged of, according to the constitution of the 
tribunal to which the evidence is submitted, and with 
reference to the mode of proceeding before it.* 

Incompetency of witncMei. There are four cases in 
which a witness is deemed incompetent to give evi- 
dence : 

1st. When a witness labors undei: a defect of under- 
standing. 

♦ 1 Phillipps, 6-7. 
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2d. When, from defect of religious principle, he does 
not acknowledge the sanction of an oath. 

8d. When his character is infamous in consequence 
of a conviction of some crime. 

4th. When he is interested, to any extent, in the 
matter in issue. 

The last two oa/ases of incompetency have, from time 
to time, and especially of late years, been very much 
questioned. By the British Act of Parliament of Au 
gust, 1843, these — ^with certain 'exceptions to the last — 
have been abrogated. The act lays down the broad 
piinciple, that it is desirable that " the persons who are 
appointed to decide upon the facts on issue should ex- 
ercise their judgment on the credit of the witnesses ad- 
duced, and on the truth of their testimony ;" and enacts 
" that no person offered as a witness shall hereafter be 
excluded by reason of incapacity from crime or interest, 
from giving evidence." A change tending directly to 
the same conclusion, is now also taking place in all our 
states, but reserving, however, the right of showing 
such interest or conviction for the purpose of affecting 
the credibility of the witness. 

1st. Of Incompetency from DeflDCt of IJnderstandlnif. 
Persons who have not the use of reason are from their 
infirmity utterly incapable of giving evidence, and are 
therefore excluded as incompetent witnesses. Such in- 
competency may arise, where there is a natural de- 
ficiency of the intellect, as in the case of idiots ; or 
where the intellect has become disordered, as in the 
case of insane persons ; or where the intellect is inmia- 
ture, as in the case of children. 

An Idiot is one who, from his nativity, is by a per-. 
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petual infirmity non compos menUs; such a person is 
wholly incapable of giving evidence. But persons bom 
both deaf and dumb, though primA facie in contemplar 
tion of law idiots, yet if it appears that they have suffi- 
cient understanding and know the nature of an oath, 
they may give evidence by signs, through the medium 
of an interpreter ; or if they are able to write, their tes- 
timony will be taken in writing, as the surest mode. A 
person, however, who is bom deaf, dumb, and blind, is 
still looked upon by the law as in the same state as an 
idiot, being supposed incapable of any understanding, 
as wanting all those senses which furnish the human 
mind with ideas. 

Persons who have become permanently derangefl in 
intellect, are incompetent. A lonaUc is a person who 
enjoys intervals of sound mind, and may be admitted as 
a witness in hioidia mtervaUis. He must of course 
hav0 been in possession of his intellect at the time of 
the event to which he testifies, as well as at the time 
of his examination; and it has been justly observed, 
that it ought to appear that no serious fit of insanity has 
intervened, so as to cloud his recollection, and cause him 
to mistake the illusions of imagination for the events 
he has witnessed. With regard to those persons who 
are afflicted with monornama^ or an aberration of mind 
on one particular subject, not touching the matter in 
question, and whose judgment in other respects is cor- 
rect, the safest rule appears to be to exclude their testi- 
mony, it being impossible to calculate with accuracy the 
extent and influence of such a state of mind. 

When a witness is directed to as incompetent on the 
grawnd of mental dercmgement^ the party objecting has 
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the right to call witnesses and prove the fact. The 
want of reason renders the person incompetent ; but this 
incapacity must be shown to the court by proof, like 
any other charge of incompetency. But when a person 
is called as a witness, who is at the time in a state of 
mtoancation^ the court have the power to decide from 
their own view of the situation of the witness offered, 
whether he be intoxicated to such a degree that he ought 
not to be heard. He is not incompetent, however, 
though he may have been judicially declared an habit- 
ual drunkard, provided he be sober when called to tes- 
tify ; and his intemperate habits cannot be proved in 
order to impeach him. K proved intoxicated at the 
time the events occurred, at least the credibility of his 
testimony might be questioned. 

There is no precise age fixed, at which children are 
excluded from giving evidence. Their competency is 
now regulated, not by their age, but by the degree of 
xmderstanding which they appear to possess. It has 
been decided that children of any age might be exam- 
ined under oath, if capable of distinguishing between 
good and evil, and possessing sufficient knowledge of 
the nature and consequences of an oath ; but that they 
cannot in any case be examined without oath. This is 
now the established rule, as well in criminal as in civil 
cases, and it applies equally to capital offences and to 
offences of an inferior nature. 

In criminal cases, where a child is a necessary witness 
for the prosecution, and appears not sufficiently to un- 
derstand the nature and obligation of an oath, it is com- 
petent to the judge to postpone the trial, that the child 
may be in the mean time properly instructed ; this can- 
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not be done after the prisoner is put upon his trial It 
has been held, however, that the effect of the oath on 
the conscience of a child should arise from religious 
feelings of a permanent nature, and not merely from in- 
structions confined to the nature of an oath, which have 
been communicated with reference to the trial. 

Independently of the sanction of an oath, the testi- 
mony of children, after they have been subjected to 
cross-examination, is often entitled to as much credit as 
that of grown persons ; what is wanted in the perfec- 
tion of the intellectual faculties, is sometimes more than 
compensated by the absence of motives to deceive.* 

2d. Of Incompetency from Defect of Religions Prin- 
ciple* The law requires that all witnesses who are ex- 
amined before a court-martial, shall give their evidence 
under oaih or ajffhmation. In taking an oath, a witness 
must be understood as making a formal and solenm 
appeal to the Supreme Being for the truth of the evi- 
dence which he is about to give, and further as impre- 
cating, the Divine vengeance on his head, if what he 
shall say be false. 

An examination on oath or afiirmation implies that a 
witness should go through a ceremony of a particular 
import, and also, that he should acknowledge the effi- 
cacy of that ceremony to speak the truth. It is there- 
fore necessary, in order that a witness's testimony be 
received, that he should believe in the existence of a 
God by whom truth is enjoined and falsehood punished. 
It is not sufficient that a witness believes himself bound 
to speak the truth from a regard to character, or to the 
common interests of society, or from a fear of the pun- 

♦ 1 Phaiippa, 10-14; Bosooe, 127. 
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iahment wliicli the law inflicts upon persons guilty of 
perjury. The true test, therefore, of a witness's compe- 
tency in this regard, is, whether he believes in the exist- 
ence of God, and that an oath is binding on the con- 
science. It is not necessary that he should believe in a 
future state of rewards and pumshments. An atheist, 
therefore, is excluded from being a witness. To prove 
his belief that there is no God, it is competent to show 
his settled and previous declarations on the subject 
Though the witness may have been for this reason in- 
competent, yet if the objection has been removed by a 
change of views he should be examined. 

Doubts formerly existed with respect to Jews and the 
inhabitants of countries professing religions diflferent 
from Christianity. But a wiser rule has since prevailed, 
and it is now well settled that those infidels who 
believe in a God who enjoins truth and punishes false- 
hood in this world, though not believing in a future 
state, may be admitted as witnesses, and sworn accord- 
ing to the form which is authorized by their country or 
their religion. 

The only meant of ascertalnlaff the competency of a 
witness, with reference to religious principle, is by ex- 
amining the p4rty himself The proper mode of examina- 
tion is not to question the witness as to his particular 
religious opinions, but to inquire generally whether he 
believes in the existence of a God, and whether he con- 
siders the form of administering the oat]i to be such as 
wiU be binding on his conscience. 

The most correct smd proper time for thus questioning 
the witness is before the oath is administered ; but as it 
may happen that the oath may be administered in the 
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nsoal form before the attention of the oonrt is directed 
to it, the party is not to be precluded ; but the witness 
may, nevertheless, be afterward asked whether he con- 
>8iders the oath he has taken as binding upon his con- 
science. K he answer in the affirmative, it would be 
irrelevant to ask further, whether there be any other 
mode of swearing more binding than that Which he has 
used. Such an acceptance of the oath not only imposes 
upon the witness all its religious obligation, but, should 
he violate its sanctions, subjects bim also to the tem- 
poral penalties consequent on the crime of perjury.* 

8d. Of Incompetency from Infamy. By the laws of 
England this cause of incompetency has been abolished, 
and the tendency of our laws and decisions leads to the 
belief that this will ere long be the case in this coun- 
try- . 

The conviction of an infamous crime, followed by 
judgment, disqualifies a person from giving evidence; 
and persons rejected for this cause, are said to be incom- 
petent on account of the infamy of their character. Of 
the crimes which incapacitate, the general description 
includes treason and felony, and every species of the 
crimen falsi. Thus,^ a conviction of forgery will dis- 
qualify, as will also all offences tending to pervert the 
administration of justice by falsehood or fraud. Of this 
nature are perjury and subornation of perjury ; bribing 
a witness to absent himself, in order that he may not 
give evidence ; conspiring to procure the absence of a 
witness ; conspiring to accuse another person of a capital 
offence. 

A person incompetent to give oral evidence in court, 

* BoBOoe, 127-132. 
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on the ground of infiEuny, will not be allowed to have 
his affidavit read, unless it be to defend himself against 
a complaint. Having attested a written instrument as 
a subscribing witness before conviction, his handwriting 
may be proved afterward, the same as if he were dead. 
And though the general rule is, that in actions between 
third persons his testimony must be excluded, he is al- 
lowed, in caseswhere he is a party, to make affidavits in 
exculpation or defence of himself. 

In order to exclude the witness as incompetent, his 
incapacity must be established by the production or 
proof of a judgment of a court of competent jurisdic- 
tion ; for it is the judgment which is received as the 
l^al and conclusive evidence of his gmlt Parol evi- 
dence could not therefore be given of it, and though he 
himseK should admit that he was convicted of felony, 
this wotdd not render him incompetent. So where a 
witness admitted himself guilty of perjury, this went to 
his credibility and not to his competency ; and he was 
not inadmissible though he admitted that he had per- 
jured himself on the point in question. 
*^When the convicted party has suffered the punish- 
ment awarded, he is again rendered competent^ except in 
cases of particular crimes, such as perjury and suborna- 
tion of perjury. It does not seem clear whether the 
restoration to competency, by suffering a sentence, has 
proceeded on the ground of incompetency being in the 
nature of punishment, or on the ground of a regenerat- 
ing effect of punishment upon the moral feelings of the 
offender. 

The competency of the witness may in general be 
restored by reversal of the judgment, or by a pardon. 
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The reversal of the judgment is proved in the same man- 
ner as the judgment itself; and the pardon is proved by 
its production under seal. If the pardon be conditional, 
the performance of the condition must be shown. The 
pardon restores the party to all his rights, and is said 
to make the witness a new creature and give him a new 
capacity. And this is clearly so, where the incompetency 
is the consequence of the conviction and judgment; but 
where the disability is annexed to the conviction of a 
particular offence by the express words of a statute, the 
general rule is, that a pardon wiU not restore his com- 
petency. Nothing less than a legislative act, or a re- 
versal of judgment can restore competency in such a 
case.* 

A conviction of a crmie m cmoffier state is not admis- 
sible in evidence for the purpose of impeaching the credit 
of a witnesa But a conviction in another state of a 
crime, which by the laws of that state, disqualifies the 
party from being heard as a witness, and which, if com- 
mitted here, would have operated as a disqualification, 
is sufficient to exclude him from testifying here, the 
same as if it had been committed and the conviction 
had taken place in this jurisdiction* 

4th. Of Incompetency by Reason of Interest. The 
general rule, that all persons interested, to however small 
a degree, in the event of a cause, should be excluded from 
giving evidence in favor of that party to whom their 
interest inclined them, has been recently annulled in 
Great Britain, and the incompetency limited to special 
cases. This is also the case in many of our states, and 
the belief is reasonable that in time the rule of incompe- 

♦ 1 Bhillipps, 22. 
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tency fix)m this cause will be swept away throughout 
the country. The general rule seems to rest upon the 
unsound principle, that the situation of the witness will 
tempt him to perjury ; that in the majority of instances 
men are so corrupted by their interest, that they will 
perjure themselves for it, and that besides being corrupt, 
they wiU be so adroit as to deceivp courts and juriea 
This is contrary to all experience. Witnesses are general- 
ly honest, however much interested, and in most cases of 
dishonesty the falsehood of the testimony is detected. 
The rule is as unsound in theory as it is inconsistent in 
practice, because th^ law admits witnesses far more like- 
ly to be biased in favor of the party than he who has a 
mere interest. A father may testify for his son ; a chUd 
living with his father and dependent upon his bounty, 
may appear as his witness without question. Is the 
immediate gain by the result of the cause, so potent 
as to outweigh integrity, while affection, consanguinity, 
dependence, are put down as dust in the balance ? It 
is wiser, certainly, to place the witness on the stand, and 
let the jury judge of his testimony.* 

On a trial before a court-martial, the aocuaer or pa/rpy 
aggrieoed is a competent witness, though he may him- 
self have originated the charges, or may, in aay other 
way, be materially interested in the result. The trial, 
though set in motion at the instance of the aggrieved 
party, has not for its object the reparation of individual 
injury, but the satisfaction of public justice. The inno- 
cence or guilt of the prisoner is the single question upon 
which the court pronounce their verdict. 

The expectation of a benefit, not necessarily and legal- 

# * 1 Phfllippa, p. 25. , 
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ly flowing from the event of the proceeding, does not 
render the witness incompetent — as the promise of a 
pa/rdon. So where a woman gave evidence against a 
prisoner tmder the hope that his conviction would tend 
to procure the pardon of her husband, who had been 
convicted, it went to her credit only and not to her 
competency. Persons who are entitled, under the gen- 
eral regulations of the aimy, to a rewa/rd for the appre- 
hension and delivery of deserters, are competent wit- 
nesses. So in prosecutions where there are rewards, 
although the rewards can only be the effect of the con- 
viction, the prosecutors are competent witnesses, yet 
every man who comes as a witness under the idea of 
having a reward on the conviction of the prisoner, might 
be said to be interested in the event of the cause. Where 
a party is entitled to a pardon, provided another offender 
be conyicted on his testimony, the party so entitled is a 
competent witness. 

Mere interest or biaa^ arising from the witness stand- 
ing in the same situation as the party by whom he is 
tendered, is not sufficient. Thus, when several persons 
are separately charged for perjury in swearing to the 
same fact, any of them may be before conviction a wit- 
ness for the others, because he is not interested in the 
event. Nor is a person incompetent because he is per- 
sonally interested in a similar question to that upon 
which he is called to give evidence. 

K the witness lay a wager that he will convict the 
prisoner, he is still competent, though it goes to his 
credit 

With regard to the competency oi parties defending 
in crimi/nal proeecutionSy as they are generally most 
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strongly interested in the event, it seldom happens that 
they can be called as witnesses. One of the several 
persons jointly indicted or charged, may, however, be 
rendered competent to give evidence, either for the pros- 
ecution or for his codefendants. Thus, if a noUe pro- 
sequi be entered, either before or at the trial, as to one 
of the defendants, such defendant may be called as a 
witness for the government against his codefendants. 

In like manner, one of several defendants may be 
rendered competent in some cases by a separate verdict 
at the trial. As where it appears at the close of the 
case for the prosecution, that there is no evidence against 
one of the defendants, a separate verdict of acquittal 
may be taken a& to him, and he may then be called as 
a witness on behalf of the others. This procedure can- 
not be exactly followed by courts-martial, firom the ne- 
cessity of subsequent approval of the verdict of acquit- 
tal The court might however adjourn until the case is 
acted upon by the confirming authority, then reassemble 
and proceed with the other cases. A prisoner, who may 
desire to avail himself of the evidence of a person in- 
volved in the same charge, should, on the receipt of the 
copy of charges and specifications alleged against him, 
urge the necessity of his separate trial, and should the 
•onvening authority neglect his representation, he should 
apply directly to the court-martial 

Simmons quotes from a letter of Lord Erskine, that 
covers the case in point. " The case of one of the mu- 
tineers at Portsmouth I remember more distinctly. He 
was tried with others, and as it was likely that against 
(me of theniy who knew the innocence of the person in 
question^ no evidence could be given, I advised the at- 
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tomey who was employed by him, if that turned out 
to be so, to apply to the court, on the authority of my 
opinion, to direct such person to be acquitted, and then 
to permit him to establish, by his evidence, the innocence 
of the man in question. This application being accord- 
ingly made, the court declared itself to be satisfied, that 
the course proposed was agreeable to the practice of the 
courts of criminal law, but not of courts-martial ; they 
therefore refused to adopt it, and having no other de- 
fence, he was sentenced to be executed." Lord Erskine 
then suggested to his majesty " that the court-martial 
ought to have conformed to th^ rule established in the 
common law courts, and implored the king to respite 
the execution, and to submit the case, to the twelve judges 
for their decision on it. The judges having decided 
unanimously that the conviction was unwa/rravtedy the 
man was set at liberty."* 

A prisoner, who has pleaded guiUy to a charge, is a 
competent witness against other defendants joined in 
the same charge, on the ground that he is not a party 
to the issues ; the only issues being whether the other 
prisoners are guilty or not. 

Some difficulty might, perhaps, arise in cases where 
one of several defendants has pleaded guilty to a charge, 
where the gist of the offence lies in its joint commission^ 
by all or a certain number of the parties charged : ^., ^., 
in an indictment against A and B for a conspiracy : in 
such case, if A had pleaded guilty, and were called as a 
witness for B, he would have a direct interest in procuring 
the acquittal of B ; as in that event, it seems doubtful 
whether any valid judgment could be pronounced against 

* SimmonB, 463, note. 
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the defendant who had pleaded guilty. Nevertheless, it 
appears the witness cotdd not be objected to on the 
score of interest alone ; that would be a matter affect- 
ing only his credibility, as he would not be a party to 
the issue. The witness, in fact, would seem to stand in 
the same position as if he were not joined in the indict- 
ment, but the other defendants were indicted alone for 
conspiring with him, the witness ; in which case there 
seems to be no doubt but that he would be competent.* 

Husband and Wife are not admitted as witnesses for 
or against each other, in any trial, where one of them 
may be a party. The declarations of husband and wife 
are subject to the same rule of exclusion as their viva 
voce testimony. No other relation, however, is excluded: 
a father may give evidence for his son, or the son for his 
jEather; although the relation between them may influ- 
ence his testimony, it will not render him incompetent. 

The reaeon for excluding the husband and wife from 
giving evidence for or against each other, is founded 
partly on their identity of interest, and partly on a 
principle of public policy, which deems it necessary to 
guard the security and confidence of private life, even at 
the risk of an occasional failure of justice^ They cannot 
be witnesses for each other, because their interests are 
absolutely the same; they are not witnesses agamet 
each other, because this is inconsistent with the relation 
of marriage, and the admission of such evidence would 
lead to disunion and tmhappiness, and possibly to per- 
jury. 

This geneml rule of evidence, which has been adopt- 
ed for the purpose of promoting a perfect union t)f 

* Phillipps. 65-56. 
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interests, and of secoring mntnal confidence, is so strict- 
ly observed, that even after a dissolution of marriage 
by divorce, neither the wife nor the husband is admitted 
to give any evidence of what occurred during the mar- 
riage, which would have been excluded if the marriage 
had continued. Thus one great cause of distrust is 
removed by making the confidence, which once subsists, 
ever afterward inviolable in courts of law. Upon the 
same principle, where the marriage has been terminated 
by the death of either party, the survivor will not be 
permitted to give evidence of transactions that occurred 
during the marriage. The wife, for instance, cannot 
prove a contract made by her husband. 

The rule is intended solely for the protection of per- 
sons who have entered into the relation of husband and 
wife ; and does not extend to those who, not being mar- 
ried, have lived together and cohabited as man and 
wife.* Therefore in an indictment for bigamy, after 
proof of the first marriage, the second wife is a compe- 
tent witness for or against the husband, for the mar- 
riage is void 

It is not in every case in which the husband or wife 
may be concerned, that the other is precluded firom giv- 
ing evidence. Although the husband and wife are not 
allowed to be witnesses against each other, where either 
is directly and immediately interested in the event of a 
proceeding whether civil or criminal, yet, in collateral 
proceedinge not immediately affecting their mutual in- 
terest, their evidence is receivable, notwithstanding that 
the evidence of the one tends to contradict the other, or 
njy subject the other to a legal demand, or even to a 

* 1 PhiUippe, pp. 78-81. 
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eriminal charge. Indeed it would seem now to be the 
settled doctrine, both on authority and principle, that 
husband and wife may be received to contradict or 
criminate each other in a collateral matter, that is, in 
all cases except where one is called to contradict or 
criminate the other as a party to some cause. A wife 
may be a witness in an action between third persons 
not immediately affecting the interest of the husband, 
though her evidence may possibly expose him to a legal 
demand ; and though upon her testimony the defendant 
might have a verdict, and an action might afterward 
in consequence be brought against the husband, she 
would not then be admitted as a witness, nor could her 
evidence in the first suit be produced against him. 

In all cases of personal injnriet committed by the • 
husband or wife against each other, the injured party is 
an admissible witness against the other. The evidence 
is admissible in such cases upon the principle of necessi- 
ty ; not a general necessity, as where no other witness 
could be had, but a particular necessity, as where, for 
instance, the injured party might be otherwise exposed, 
without remedy, to personal injury. Thus on a prose- 
cution against a man for beating his wife, she is allowed 
to give evidence.* 

The deposition of a wife in extremis^ is admissible 
against the husband charged with her murder, upon the 
same principle, that the evidence of the wife, if living, 
would be received to prove a case of personal violence. 

It has been erroneously imagined by some military 
men, that on a charge before a court-martial for a 
breach of military discipline, the wife of the prosecuto]?/ 

* 1 Phillipps, pp. 84-88. 
16 
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is not a competent witness. Her testimony may be sus- 
picious in an equal degree with that of the prosecutor ; 
but there is no rule or reason to exclude it. The pro- 
ceedings being at the suit of the crown, as in criminal 
cases, her evidence would be admitted upon the same 
principle as that of the prosecutor. Any attempt to 
deceive may be exposed with greater facility by the 
opportunity afforded of cross^xamining two individuals 
to the same fact, than if one only was admitted to give 
evidence ; if, therefore, the accused be innocent of the 
charge, the advantage of separately examining both 
husband and wife is entirely in his favor.* 

Acoompitcet. Tfie evidence of accomplices has been 
at all times admitted, and its admission has been sup- 
ported on the ground of public policy and necessity, for 
its being scarcelj^ possible to detect conspiracies and 
many of the worst crimes, without their information. 
The credit of what is said by the witness, as in all other 
cases, must be left to the jury who are judges of the 
matter of fac£ and of the credibility of witnesses. The 
object of admitting such evidence is, in order to effect 
the discovery and punishment of crimes which cannot 
be proved against the offenders without the aid of the 
accomplice's testimony. 

Accomplices are admitted to give evidence under an 
implied promise of pardon^ on condition of their making 
a fiill and fair confession of the whole truth ; that is, of 
all the offences about which they might be questioned, 
and of aU their associates in guilt. This implied prom- . 
ise arises from the consideration that the witness, who 
is not bound to criminate himself, does so to discover 

* Simmons, p. 467. 
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greater offenders. K he acts in good faith, and is admit- 
ted by the court as a witness, the government is honor- 
ably bound to discharge him. With regard to other 
offences with which the prisoner at the bar is not 
charged, an accomplice can derive no advantage from 
such equitable claim to a pardon ; the claim must be 
considered as limited to the particular offence, for the 
prosecution of which his testimony is admitted. 

For the admission of an accomplice to testify^ a motion 
should be made to the court by the public prosecutor, 
and the court, under the circumstances of the case, will 
admit or disallow the evidence, as may most effectually 
answer the purposes of justice. On motion to admit 
him as a witness, it should be shown that his testimony 
is absolutely essential to prove the commission of the 
crime by the party on trial, and that the person pro- 
posed to be admitted is not more guilty than the other. 

As an accomplice is not an incompetent witness for 
the prosecution, it follows that he will be also a compe- 
tent witness on behalf of the prisoner, notwithstanding 
he may be himself charged on a separate indictment. 
Where several persons are jointly indicted, one is not a 
competent witness for another, without being first 
acquitted or convicted, and it makes no difference 
whether the defendants plead jointly or separately. 

Since accomplices are competent witnesses, it appears 
to foUow as a necessary consequence, that if their testi- 
mony is believed by the jury, a prisoner may be legally 
convicted upon it, though it be unconfirmed by any 
other evidence. It is the peculiar province of the jury 
to determine upon the degree of credit to be attached 
to any competent evidence submitted to their considera- 
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tlon ; and it has accordingly been laid down in many 
cases as a settled rule, that a convictioiji obtained upon 
the unsupported testimony of an accomplice is strictly 
legaL This doctrine has however been greatly modified 
in practice ; and it has long been considered as a general 
rule of practice, that the testimony of an accomplice 
ought to receive confirmation; and that, unless it be 
corroborated in some material part by unimpeachable 
evidence, the prisoner ought to be acquitted. This 
practice applies equally when two or more accomplices 
are brought forward against a prisoner.* 

Profensional Confldence, and Privtle^ed Commnnlca- 
ttoiu. Although a witness is sworn to speak the truth, 
the wJiole truth, and nothing but the truth, yet there 
are certain matters which he is not only not bound to 
disclose, but which it is his duty, even under the obliga- 
tion of an oath, not to disclose. Where a communica- 
tion takes place between a counsel and his client, or be- 
tween the government and some of its agents, such com- 
munication is privileged, on the ground that should it be 
suffered to be disclosed, the due administration of justice 
and government could not proceed ; such administration 
requiring the observance of inviolable secrecy. But the 
rule does not extend beyond the two classes of persons 
above mentioned, whatever obligation of concealment 
the party may have incurred. 

Except in the case of matters of state, the privilege of 
not disclosing confidential communications, is confined 
to counsel^ solicitors, attorneys, and their agents and 
clerks. Other professional persons, whether physicians, 
surgeons, or clergymen, have, it seems, no such privilege. 

♦ 1 PhilUpps, 106-113. 
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A person who acts as an interpreter between a client 
and his attorney, will not be permitted to divulge what 
passed ; for what passed through the medium of an inter- 
preter, is equally in confidence as if said directly to the 
attorney ; but it is otherwise with regard to conversa- 
tion between the interpreter and the client in the absence 
of the attorney. So the agent or the clerk of the attor- 
ney stands in the same situation as the attorney himself. 

Tiie priviieffe is that of the client and not of the attor- 
ney, and the courts will prevent the latter, although 
willing, from making the disclosure. But if the attor- 
ney is called by his client, and examined as to a matter 
of confidential communication, he may be cross-examined 
as to that matter though not as to others. The rule 
applies also to the professional advisers of strangers to 
the inquiry. Thus an attorney is not at liberty to dis- 
close what is communicated to him confidentially by his 
client, although the latter be not in any shape before 
the fourt. 

If a person not being an attorney is consulted by an- 
other, unaer a false impression that he is such, he will 
not be privileged from disclosing what passes. So an 
attorney is not privileged from disclosing matters com- 
municated to him before his retainer, or after it had 
peased, for then he stands clearly in the same situation 
as any other person.* 

In genercH^ a witness who is privileged from disclos- 
ing facts which have come to him in his professional 
capacity, is sworn in the usual manner to speak the 
truth, the wlwle truths and nothing but the truth. The 
general obligation of an oath to declare the whole truth, 

♦ Roflcoe, 1S6, 187. 



246 MILITABY LAW AlO) COUBTS-MARTIAL. 

must, however, with reference to the subject matter and 
occasion of the oath, be necessarily imderstood to mean 
the truth so far as it ought legally to be made known.* 

There are cases to which the law of privil^^e is not 
extended, and this is much to be lamented. As for in- 
stance, those in which medical persona are obliged to 
declare the information which they have acquired by 
attending in their professional characters. In several 
of the United States, as New York and Missouri, phy- 
sicians and surgeons are not allowed to disclose any in- 
formation they may have acquired in attending a patient 
professionally, where such information was necessary to 
enable them to do any professional act for the patient. 

Confidential communications to a friend are not priv- 
ileged ; in cases criminal as well as civil, he is compella- 
ble when nequired by courts of justice to disclose them, 
although made under an injunction and promise of 
secrecy. 

A confession to a dergymcm or priest is not privileged 
by the general rule. But by some it has been con- 
tended that an exception should be made with regard 
to confessions made to a Catholic priest, upon the ground 
that confession in the Roman Catholic church is a relig- 
ious duty, and that to compel the disclosure by means 
of punishment, woidd be in effect to punish the party 
for religious opinions. By the laws of New York and 
Missouri, no minister of the gospel, or priest of any de- 
nomination, is allowed to disclose any confessions made 
to him in his professional character, in the course of dis- 
cipline enjoined by the rules and practice of such denom- 
ination. 

« 2 Starkie, 232. 
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PriTiieged commuBtcations include all statetnents and 
writings made or given by a client to his attorney or 
counsellor, for the purpose of obtaining professional ad- 
vice or assistance. A communication if confidential is 
privileged, in whatever form it is made. If it would 
be privileged when communicated in words, spoken or 
written, it will be privileged, equally, when conveyed 
by mean9 of sight instead of words. Thus, an attorney 
cannot give evidence as to the fact of the destruction 
of an instrument which he has been admitted in confi- 
dence to see destroyed. Directions made by his rela- 
tions or friends previous to trial ; memorials laid before 
counsel ; notes furnished to agents or the like, if done 
with that view— all these are privileged communicar 
tions. The principle of protection must obviously pre- 
clude an attorney from producing or disclosing the con- 
tents of papers deposited with him, confidentially, in his 
professional character.* 

When once the privilege has attached, it continues 
forever, even though the confidential relation between 
the parties may have ceased. 

Where the subject inquired into is a collateral matter 
offacty which the party setting up the privilege obtained 
a knowledge of in his individual capacity, and not in 
his character of professional adviser, he will be com- 
pelled to disclose it. 

Official commuiilcaiions may be privileged. If the 
communication be in writing, and it is held that the 
document cannot on principles of public policy be read 
in evidence, the effect wiU be the same as if it be not 
in eidstence, and you may prove, not the contents of 

♦ 1 PhiUippa, 136-146. 
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the instrument, but what was done by the orders of the 
superior. 

The proceedings of a court of inquiry are, by our 
rules and articles of war, privileged in capital cases, or 
those extending to the dismission of an officer ; — but 
may be admitted as evidence by a court-martial in all 
other cases, provided that the circumstances are such 
that oral testimony cannot be obtained.* 

ife§Toes. There is still another class of persons in 
this country, in relation to whom questions of compe- 
tency have arisen before courts-martiaL These are ne- 
groes, or of African blood, and upon this fact the objec- 
tions to their competency are based. 

In the case of Dr. Fellows, assistant sui^eon. United 
States army, tried at Fort Niagara, N. Y., in 1838, the 
accused presented a colored person to be sworn as a 
witness for the defence. A member of the court ob- 
jected to him as being incompetent. The judge advo- 
cate briefly stated that the evidence of such persons 
was not excluded, either by the United States laws, or 
the laws of the state of New York, and that unless 
other objections to his competency than the one urged 
were presented, the court-martial must receive it ; and 
that the court could not go beyond impeaching his cred- 
ibility. After due deliberation, the court decided that 
the person was competent, and his evidence was ad- 
mitted in the usual way. The reviewing authority ap- 
proved the proceedings of the court. 

The same question arose, pending the trial of Lieu- 
tenant Hooe, United States navy, in Pensacola Harbor, 
Florida, in 1839. Two free colored persons, seamen, 

♦ 92d article of war. 
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were introduced as witnesses for the prosecution, took 
the oath and gave evidence, the court admitting their 
competency. The accused protested against the admis- 
sion of such evidence, on the ground that he conceived 
their testimony altogether^ illegal ; and that it woidd be 
so considered before the dvil tribunals of Florida, the 
forms and customs of which, he thought, should be as 
closely followed by a court-martial as possible. The 
trial having been concluded and sentence pronounced. 
Lieutenant H. appealed to the President of the United 
States, urging the same objections as sufficient to vitiate 
and set aside the whole proceedings. The sentence of 
the court was however approved by the Navy Depart- 
ment, and carried into effect by its order, under the im- 
plied sanction of the President, and after having ob- 
tained the opinion of the district attorney of the United 
States, Mr. Key, in the absence of the attorney-general 
The following is extracted from that opinion : " The ac- 
cused objected that, by the laws of Florida, where the 
court-martial was held, such persons are not competent 
to testify against a white person ; and he therefore con- 
tended that they should be in like manner excluded 
from testifying on courts-martial. Such a consequence 
would not follow from the law of Florida. The officers 
composing the court were bound to admit the witness, 
unless some legal disqualification was shown. This 
could only be by a law of Congress. Whether it be 
right that there should be a law requiring courts-mar- 
tial of the United States to reject all such witnesses as 
are disqualified by the laws of the state or territory 
where the courts may be held, is a question for Con- 
gress alone. TiU they enact the disqualification, it 
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cannot be enforced. The court could not do otherwise 
titan admit the testimony.'' 

The House of Representatives called for a copy of 
the record of the proceedings, &c., in the above case. 
In answer to the call, the secretary of the navy re- 
marks : " In submitting these documents, it seems prop- 
er to state that the department has not, in approving 
the judgment of the court-martial, made any decision oil 
the legality or illegality of admitting the testimony of 
free colored persons who are enlisted on board of a 
vessel of the United States. No law exists, within the 
knowledge of the department, to regulate this practice ; 
and as a decision of the point one way or the other was 
not called for to regulate the opinion of the department 
as to the correctness of the judgment, it was deemed im- 
proper, tmder such circumstances, to decide a legal ques- 
tion not provided for by any act of Congress, and which 
would, when decided, affect the rights (if they exist) of 
officers and seamen to produce such testimony, even in 
their own defence, and when tried on capital charges."* 

In the absence of all statute laws settling this ques- 
tion, and in view of the utterly divergent and irrecon- 
cilable opinions, on the subject of slavery, held by dif- 
ferent sections of the country, it is the policy of all 
conrts-martial to be guided and governed in such cases, 
by the rules that regulate the federal courts of law, and 
which are in harmony with the rules of evidence of the 
particular states or territories in which these courts may 
hold their sessions. 

It is a settled point at common law, that a slave can- 
not be a witness, because of the unbounded influence of 

* Doc. Na 244, H. of R., 26th Congress, 1st Session. 
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his master over him, which is at least equal to dtiress. 
But it has been said, that the declarations of a slave in 
respect to his health are admissible, to show the effects 
of a blow. 

neartaj Evidence. The term Ihearaoy evidence is used 
with reference both to that which is written, and to that 
which is spoken. But in its legal sense, it is confined 
to that kind of evidence which does not derive its ef- 
fects solely from the credit to b^ attached to the witness 
himself, but rests also in part on the veracity and com- 
petency of some other person, from whom the witness 
may have received his information. The general rule 
i^ that hearsay evldenee it aot reeeivable. It is in- 
admissible on two grounds : first, that the party origi- 
nally stating the facts does not make the statement under 
the sanctity of an oath; and secondly, that the party 
against whom the evidence is offered would lose the op- 
portunity of examining into the means of knowledge 
of the party making the statement. By our articles 
of war, every fact for or against a prisoner must be ' 
proved on oath,* and by the constitution the accused 
must " be confronted with the witnesses against him."f 

Besides these tests, it must be considered that such 
evidence is very li(Me to he fcMcudous^ from the facility 
with which it may have been imperfectly heard, or from 
having been misunderstood or inaccurately remembered, 
or perhaps perverted, or possibly altogether fabricated. 
It is to be observed also, that persons communicating 
such evidence are not subject to the danger of a prose- 
cution for perjury ; for where the hearsay statement is 
said to have been made when no third person was 

* 73d article of war. Ith Amendment to the Constitution. 
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present, the witness has no cause to be apprehensive of 
punishment, even though he has entirely fabricated the 
statement.* 

Terbal and written declaratiom are often said to be 
admissible, as constituting a part of the res gestcB. As 
such, they are most properly admissible when they 
accompany some act, the nature, objects, or motives of 
which are the subject of inquiry. For where words or 
writings accompany an act, or where vthey indicate the 
state of a person's feelings, or bodily sufferings, they 
derive their credit from the surrounding circumstances, 
and not from the bare expressions of the declarant. 
Where evidence of an act done by a party is admissible, 
his declarations made at the time, having a tendency to 
elucidate or give a chai'acter to the act; and which may 
derive a degree of credit from the act itself, are also ad- 
missible as part of the res gestcB. On the trial of an 
indictment for manslaughter, declarations made by the 
prisoner at the commencement of, and during the fatal 
affray, as well as immediately before and after it, must 
be received as constituting a part of the res gestoe. 

The declarations of a party are admissible in Ms 
fan)or^ when they are so connected with some material 
act as to explain or qualify it, or show the intent vrith 
which it was done. 

Where a prisoner indicted for murder has produced 
evidence of declarations by the deceased, with a view to 
raise the presumption that he committed suicide, it is 
competent for the prosecution to give in evidence the 
reasons assigned by him for his declarations. 

It is not competent for a prisoner indicted for murder, 

♦ 1 PhillippB, 212. 
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to give in evidence his own account of the transaction, 
related immediately after it occurred, though no third 
person was present when the homicide was committed. 

When the state of mind, sentiment, or disposition of 
a person at a given period, become pertinent topics • of 
inquiry, his declarations and conversations, being part 
of the res geatw^ may be resorted to.* 

If it be material to inquire when a certain person 
game a particular order on a certain subject, what he 
has said or written may be evidence of the order ; or 
where it is material to inquire whether a certain fact, 
be it true or false, has come to the knowledge of a third 
person, what he has said or written may as clearly show 
his knowledge as what he has done. 

Analogous to the cases in which hearsay evidence is 
admissible as being part of the res gestCB^ are the cases 
of dying declarations. It is said by Eyre, C. B., that 
the general principle upon which evidence of this kind 
is admitted is, that it is of declarations made in ex- 
tremity, when the paity is at the point of death, and 
when every hope of this world is gone, when every 
motive to falsehood is silenced, and the mind is induced 
by the most powerful considerations to speak the trutL 
A situation so solemn and so awful, is considered by 
the law as creating an obligation equal to that which is 
imposed by a positive oath administered in a court of 
justice. 

Evidence of this kind, which is peculiar to the case 
of homicide, has been considered by some to be admis- 
sible from necessity, since it often happens that there is 
no third person present to be an eye-witness to the fact. 

* Boscoe, 22, 2S. 
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It shall not be allowed to the offender to commit a 
homicide, and by the same act put to silence the only 
witness at whose mouth he may be condemned. 

Where the declarations offered in evidence as to the 
cause of death, are of a deceased who has heen partieeps 
criminis, they are, nevertheless, as it seems, admissible 
against the other party, though it may need corrob- 
oration. 

The statement of the dececLsed must be such as would 
be admissible if he were alive and could be examined 
as a witness ; consequently a declaration upon matters 
of opinion as distinguished from facts, will not be re- 
ceivable. 

Dying declarations m favor of the party charged 
with the death, are admissible in evidence equally as 
whei^ they operate against him. 

It is no objection to a dying declaration, that it has 
been elicited by questions put to the deceased ; he may 
be examined upon oath by a magistrate, and the exami- 
nation be signed by both, but where this is the case, 
neither a copy of the paper nor parol evidence of its 
contents can be received. 

The question, whether a dyvng decla/ration is admis- 
sible in evidence^ is exclusively for the consideration of 
the court. And it is a general rule that dying declara- 
tions, though made with a fuU consciousness of ap- 
proaching death, are only admissible in evidence where 
the death of the deceased is the subject of the charge, 
and the circumstances of the death are the subject of 
the dying declarations.* 

Before dying declarations can be received in evidence, 

* Roscoe, 27, 28. 
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inquiry must be made, whether the deceased appre- 
hended that he waa in such a state of mortality, as 
would inevitably oblige him soon to answer before his 
Maker for the truth or falsehood of his assertiona In 
this inquiry it is not necessary that the deceased should 
have explained by any expressions, whether he thought * 
himself likely to live or die, if it be clear that the party 
did not expect to survive the injury — if his condition 
was such that he must have felt that he was a dying 
man. Positive evidence of this knowledge is not re- 
quired ; but it may be inferred from the general conduct 
and deportment of the party. It is. necessary to hear 
all that the party said relative to his situation, in order 
to ascertain whether he had that impression upon his 
mind, which will make his declarations admissible in 
evidence. 

Dying declarations are, of course, open. to direct con- 
t/radiction in the same manner as any other part of the 
case for the prosecution, and the prisoner is at liberty 
to prove that the character of the deceased was such 
that no reliance is to be placed on his dying declara- 
tions. If the deceased by reason of infancy, or imbecil- 
ity of mind, or a disbelief in a God, would have been 
excluded as a witness while living, his dying declara- 
tions would, for like causes, be rejected by the court 

As the declarations of a dying man are admitted, on 
a supposition that in his awful situation he had the 
strongest motives to speak without disguise and with- 
out malice, it necessarily follows that the party against 
whom they are produced in evidence, may enter into 
the particulars of his state of mind, and of his behavior 
in his last moments ; and may be allowed to show that 
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the deceased was not of such a character as was likely 
to be impressed with a religious sense of his approach- 
ing dissolution.* 

The testimonj on a former trial of a witness subse* 
quently deceased, or who, having been duly summoned, 
AmsLj appear to have kept away by contrivance and col- 
lusion, or who may have become insane in the interval, 
may be given in evidence by a person who heard the 
deposition, the parties to the suit and the points in 
issue being the same. As to the person by whom the 
former vwa voce testimony may be proved, the decisions 
in all cases agree that this may be done by any one who 
heard the testimony, the judge, counsel, jury, or by- 
stander, provided he will, on his oath, uudertake to 
repeat it in such detail as the practice of the courts may 
require. It has been held that the person called must 
imdertake to repeat precisely the very words of the 
deceased witness, and not merely to swear to their sub- 
stance or effect. The rule, if applied in that degree of 
strictness, would be practically useless; for there are 
few men, if any, be their powers of recollection what 
they may, who could be qualified to give such evidence; 
and if he should undertake positively to swear to the 
very words, the jury ought on that account alone to dis- 
believe him. The doctrine both of reason and authority 
seems to be that the evidence of the deceased witness 
may be proved, if the person proving it will swear that 
he gives the matter &uhetamtia^. 

Ttaft exception to the rule of hearsay evidence may 
by possibility apply on an appeal from a regimental to 
a general court-martial; or where testimony elicited 

* PhiUipp8. 
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before a court of inquiry is required before a general 
court-martial ; or where from the death or sickness of 
members the former court has been dissolved, and a 
new court being ordered, the proceedings are commenced 
denavo. 

ConfeMiom. The confessions of prisoners are received 
in evidence, upon the presumption that 3 person will 
not make an untrue statement against his own interest. 
But it is to be observed that there may not unfrequent- 
ly be motives of hope and fear inducing a person to 
make an untrue confession. And further, in conse- 
quence of the universal eagerness and zeal which prevail 
for the detection of guilt, when offences occur of an ag- 
gravated character — ^in consequence also of the necessity 
of using testimony of suspicious witnesses for the dis- 
covery of secret crimes, the evidence of confessions is 
subject in a very remarkable degree, to the imperfec- 
tions attaching generally to hearsay evidence.* 

With regard to the 4ie«ree of credit which ought to 
be attached to a confession, much difference of opinion 
has existed. By some, a free and voluntary confession 
has been considered as forming the highest and most 
satisfactory evidence of guilt — as deserving of the high- 
est credit because it is presumed to flow irom the high- 
est sense of guilt, and therefore admissible as proof of 
the crime to which it refers. On the other hand, it has 
been held that hasty confessions made to persons having 
no authority to examine, are the weakest and most sus- 
picious erf all evidence. Proof may be too easily pro- 
cured, words are often misreported through ignorance, 
inattention, or malice, and they are extremely liable to 

« 1 Phillippa, p. 632. 
17 \ 
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misconstruction. Moreover, this evidence is not, in the 
nsaal course of things, to be disproved by that sort of 
n^ative evidence, by which the proof of plain facts 
may be and often is confix)nted.* 

Although it can hardly be conceived that any one 
would make a free and voluntary confession of guUt, so 
diametrically opposed to the feelings and principles 
that govern our actions, if the facts confessed were 
untrue, yet instances have occurred in which innocent 
persons have confessed themselves guilty of crimes of 
the gravest character. 

Confessions are reducible to three classes. Mrstj a 
confession in open court, by the prisoner, of his own 
gmlt — ^this is conclusive, and no proof is necessary. 
Second^ a confession made before a magistrate; and, 
third^ a confession made to any other person — ^this is 
the weakest and lowest of all, and often demands proof 
of corroborating circumstances to sustain it 

A voluntary confeMton made by a person who has 
committed an offence, although not conclusive, is evi- 
dence against h im upon which he may be convicted, 
notwithstanding the confession is totally uncorroborated 
by other evidence — ^provided the corpus ddictiy the act 
constituting the crime, be proved by other evidence. 

It has been considered necessary in aU cases, previous 
to receiving a confession in evidence, to inquire whether 
it has been voluntary. The usual questions are, whether 
the prisoner has been told that it would be better for 
him to confess, or worse for him if he did not confess, 
or whether any language to that effect has been used. 
The object of the rule relating to their exclusion is, to 

* Boecoe, p 38. 
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exclude all confessions whicli may have been procured 
from the prisoner, by leading him to suppose that it 
will be better for him to admit himself to be guilty of 
an offence which he really never committed. Confes- 
sions, therefore, which are obtained from the accused by 
his being improperly operated upon, are incompetent 
evidence, and should as such be entirely rejected by the 
court, upon the preliminary inquiry into the circum- 
stances under which they are obtained. 

The general rule upon this subject may be thus 
stated: a promise of benefit or favor, or threat or in- 
timation of disfavor, connected with the subject of the 
charge, held out by a person having authority in the 
matter, will be sufficient to exclude a confession made 
in consequence of such inducement, either of hope or 
fear. And the same principle applies, if the induce- 
ment has been held out by a person without authority, 
but in the presence of a person who has such authority, 
and with his sanction either expressed or implied, who 
gives no caution and expresses no dissent. 

But a confession made in consequence of an indnce- 
ment held out by a person who has no authority, and 
cannot reasonably be supposed to have any, is not liable 
to the suspicion or presumption of being untrue, and 
therefore it seems settled, that under ordinary circum- 
stances, a confession is not to be excluded on account of 
its having been made under an inducement held out by 
such person, provided always that the prisoner is aware 
that the person has no authority whate^r. 

It shovld he considered that the confession 13 generally 
made in want of advisers, under circumstances of deser- 
tion by the world, in chains and degradation, with spir- 



^ 
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its sunk, fear predominant, hope fluttering around, pur- 
poses and views momentarily changing, a thousand plans 
alternating, a soul tortured with anguish and difficulties 
gathering into a» multitude. How easy is it for the 
hearer to take one word for another, or take a word in 
a sense not intended by the speaker ! And for want of 
an exact representation of thp tone of voice, emphasis, 
countenance, eye, manner, and action of the one who 
made the confession, how almost impossible is it to 
make a third person imderstand the exact state of his 
mind and meaning. For these reasons such evidence is 
received with great distrust, and imder apprehensions 
for the wrong it may do. Its admissibility is made to 
depend on its being free of the suspicion that it was ob- 
tained by any threats of severity or promises of favor, 
and of every influence, even the minutest.* 

The confession will not he excluded even where undue 
influence has been exerted, if it has been made under 
such circumstances as to create a reasonable presumption 
that i^ie threat or promise had no influence, or had ceased 
to have any influence upon the mind of the party. Thus, 
if the impression that a confession is likely to benefit 
him has been removed from the mind of a prisoner,' 
what he says will be evidence against him, although he 
has been advised to confess; but there must be very 
strong evidence of an explicit warning not to rely on 
any expected favor, and that the prisoner thoroughly 
understood such warning, before his subsequent confes- 
sion can be given in evidence. 

Wtere a person has made a confession in the hope of 
obtaining a reward or pardon from government, and of 

* state vtf. Relda and Webber, Peck's Bep., 140. 
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being admitted state's evidenoe, his confession is admis- 
sible against him, unless it appear that at the time of 
making the confession he knew that a reward had been 
offered ; if he was aware of the offer before he made the 
confession, it would not be admissible. 

If a party has been admitted stales evidence and has 
confessed, and upon the trial refuses to give evidence, 
his own confession will be evidence against himself* 

It is not every hope of fa/oor held out to a prisoner 
that will render a confession afterward made by him 
inadmissible: the promise must have some reference 
to his escape from the charge. The threats or promises 
must have reference to some temporal advantage, in 
order to invalidate a confession. Where a prisoner 
accused of a murder had repeated interviews with a 
clergyman, who urged him to repentance, telling him 
that '* before God it would be better for him to confess 
his sins," that " Ids fears respecting his participation in 
the dreadful deed were fully confirmed, and that, while 
he was in that state of mind, he (the chaplain) could 
afford him no consolation by prayer,'' and subsequently 
to these exhortations, the prisoner made a confession ; 
the judges were unanimously of opinion that it was 
properly received in evidence, and the prisoner was 
executed.f 

Where a confession has been obtained by a/rtifice or 
deception^ but without the use of promises or threats, it 
is admissible. In one case artifice was used to induce 
a prisoner to suppose that some of his accomplices were 
in custody, under which mistaken supposition he made 
a confession, and it was admitted in evidence. So^ where 

* 1 PhilUpps, 551. t Boflooe, 41 
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a prisoner asked the tamkey if he would mail a letter 
for him, and on receiving a promise that he wonld do 
so, gave him the letter ; it was detained by the turnkey, 
and given in evidence as a confession at the trial. 

A qaestion has sometimes arisen, whether a statement 
which has been made by a party upon an examination 
as a witness, against another person on a distinct charge 
— ^provided there has been no promise of favor or of re- 
ward for information, nor threats made to induce him to 
confess — can be received in evidence against him, if he 
himself should be put upon his trial for the same offence. 
The more recent decisions seem to make against their 
admissibility, at least where the prisoner was not cau- 
tioned beforehand. Although it is said by Starkie, that 
when a witness answers questions upon his examination 
on a trial tending to criminate himself and tp which he 
might have demurred, his answers may be used for all 
purposes. By the Vth amendment to the constitution, 
no person " shall be compelled, in any criminal case, to 
be a witness against himself" and the 69th article of 
war makes it the duty of the judge advocate to object 
" to any question to the prisoner, the answer to which 
might tend to criminate himself," thus barring the recep- 
tion of all compulsory evidence tending to the crimina- 
tion of any individual Where such answers are made 
freely and voluntarily, they are, of course, admissible 
against him. 

Although a confession obtained by means of promises 
or threats cannot be received, yet if, in consequence of 
that confession, certam facts tending to establish the 
guilt of the prisoner a/re made hnown^ evidence of those 
fects may be received. Facts thus obtained must be 
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fully and satisfactorily proved, without caUing in the 
aid of any part of the confession from which they have 
been derived, or at most by admitting only so much of 
the confession as relates strictly to the facts discovered 
by it. For instance, a prisoner made a statement to a 
policeman under circumstances that precluded it from 
being given in evidence, but the statement contained 
*8ome allusion to a lantern which was afterward found. 
It was decided that the words used by the prisoner with 
reference to the thing found ought to be given in evi- 
dence, and the policeman accordingly stated that the 
prisoner told him that he had thrown a lantern into a 
certain pond. The other parts of the statement were 
not received.* 

In former times it wais usual to admit the confessions 
of prisoners, eoen of such aa Ihod afterwoflrd been exe^ 
cutedy as evidence against others, and this at a period 
when torture was not unfrequently applied in order to 
obtain confessions ; as upon the trials of the Earl of 
Essex and Sir Walter Raleigh — ^in the latter of which 
Sir E. Coke says, that the law presumes a man Will not 
accuse himself for the purpose of accusing another. 
The rule at present is, that a confession is only evidence 
against the party himself who made it, and cannot be 
used against others. Upon the same principle, the con- 
fession of the principal is not admissible in evidence, to 
prove his guUt upon an indictment against the acces- 
sory. 

In general, a person is not answerable criminally, for 
the acts of his servcmts or agents^ and therefore the dec- 
larations or confessions of a servant or agent will not 

* Bosooe, 61. 
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be evidence against him. But it is otherwise wHere 
the declaration relates to a fact in the ordinary conrse 
of the agents' employment, in which case such declarar 
tions accompanying an act done, will be evidence in a 
criminal proceeding, as weU as in a civil suit. 

In criminal as well as in ci^dl cases, the whole of an 
admission or confession made by a party is to be given 
in evidence. The rule does not exclude a confession'^ 
where only part of what the defendant said has been 
overheard. And if a prisoner, in speaking of the testi- 
mony of one who had testified against him, says, that 
" what he said was true so far as he went, but he did 
not say aU or enough ;" this is not admissible as a con- 
fession, nor does it warrant proof of what the witness 
did swear to. There is no doubt that if a prosecutor 
uses the declaration of a prisoner, he must take the 
whole of it together, and cannot select one part and 
leave another. But i^ after the whole of the statement 
of the prisoner is given in evidence, the prosecutor is in 
a situation to contradict any part of it, he is at liberty 
to do so, and then the statement of the prisoner and the 
whole of the other evidence must be left to tha jury for 
their consideration, precisely as in any other case where 
one part of the evidence is contradictory to another. It 
must not, however, from this, be supposed that every 
part of a confession is entitled to equal credit. A jury 
may believe that which charges the prisoner, and reject 
that which is in his favor, if they see sufficient grounds 
for so doing. Thus, a prisoner charged with murder 
stated in his confession that he was present at the mur- 
der, which was committed by another person, and that 
he took no part in it ; — ^the judge left the confession to 
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the jury, saying : " It must be taken a-cogether, and it 
is evidence for the prisoner as well as against him ; still 
the jury may, if they think proper, believe one part of 
it, and disbelieve another.^' Also, if a person in making 
an admission against his own interest refers to a written 
paper, without which the admission is not complete, the 
contents of the paper ought to be shown before the 
statement can be used as evidence against him* 

An admission on the paii; of the prisoner is not con- 
clusive, and if it afterward appear in evidence that the 
fact was otherwise, the admission will be of no weight. 
Thus upon an indictment for bigamy, where the pris- 
oner had admitted the first marriage, and it appeared at 
the trial that such marriage was void for want of con- 
sent »of the guardian of the woman, the prisoner was 
acquitted. Such are confessions of matters void m 
point of la/w^ or false mfaot 

Where a confession has been Ijaken m writmg^ the 
document must be produced. But a written examina. 
tion will not exclude proof of a confession made previ- 
ously or subsequently, to the prosecutor or any other 
person. . 

For the purpose of introducing a gobUmiIoii in evi- 
dence, it is unnecessary, in general, to do more than 
negative any promise or inducement held out by the 
person to whom the confession was made. If there be 
any probable ground to suspect that an officer, in whose 
custody a prisoner has previously been, has been guilty 
of collusion in obtaining a confession, such suspicion 
ought to be removed in the first instance by the prose- 
cutor calling STich officer.* 

* BoBCoe, 68. 
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or the ExGlmloii of Secondary ETldence, and of the 
Bnle which reqviret the heit l>¥lden<^e to be yfren. 

The law excludes sucli evidence of facts as, from the 
nature of the thing, supposes still better evidence be- 
hind, in the party's possession or power. 

The principle of the rale under consideration is 
founded on the presumption that there is something in 
the better evidence which is withheld, which would 
make against the party resorting to inferior evidence. 
Although in some instances, this presumption may not 
be very strong, yet the general effect of the rule ia, to 
prevent fraud, and to induce parties to bring before a 
court or jury the kind of evidence which is least calcu- 
lated to perplex or mislead them. The present rule is 
satisfied by the production of the best attainable evi- 
dence. In requiring the production of the best evidence 
applicable to each particular fact, it is meant that no 
evidence of a nature merely substitutionary shaU be re- 
ceived when the primary evidence is producible. By sub- 
stitutionary evidence is meant, such evidence as implies 
the existence of primary or more original information. 

Where there is no substitution of evidence, but only 
a selection of weaker for stronger proofs, or an omis- 
sion to supply all the proofs capable of being produced^ 
the rule is not infringed ; the rule of law does not re- 
quire the strongest possible assurance of a fact — in 
other words, it does not require a repetition of evidence 
beyond that which is sufficient to establish the fact. So 
if an overt act of mutiny should be witnessed by fifty 
persons, the law wiQ be satisfied by the^ production of a 
port only of the persons present, and one or more would 
be as sufficient to prove it as the entire number. In 
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gncli a case tHe best possible evidence would have been 
produced, thougb not the strongest possible assurance. 
Sufficient evidence is wbat the law requires, and not an 
accumulation of identical evidence ; hence the testimony 
of one credible witness is sufficient to prove a £Etct, not 
admitting of further prooi^ except in cases whepe the 
law has designated a different rule, as in the case of false 
mualei', the 15th article of war prescribes two witnesses 
as necessary to conviction. 

In cases where the pri/vacy of the offence has excluded 
the possibility of farther proo^ and where no facts have 
been proved to exist, tending to place in doubt the credi- 
bility of the complainant, courts-martial have admitted 
the testimony of the complainant alone, as sufficient for 
conviction, McArthur* reports a case of a naval lieu- 
tenant who was tried on charges preferred by his cap- 
tain, and among others, for going into the captain^s 
cabin, when (lUme at tea, and calling him scovmdrel and 
Ua/r. The privacy of the offence excluded all other 
positive evidence but that of the complainant, which was 
admitted, and the lieutenant was disn^issed the service. 

If the law were in every case peremptorily to require 
two witnesses, this would by no means insure the dis- 
covery of truth, but would infallibly obstruct its disclofr 
ure, wherever the facts were known only to a single 
witness. It is therefore held, that there can be no doubt 
i^lhelegcAauffUderieyofonevnPn^ to justify oomnctiofij 
if the evidence of such witness be entitled to fiill credit 

The best evidence is distinguished as primary — ^the 
inferior evidence is usually termed teoondarjr, it not be- 
ing original or primary. 

* 2 McArthur, 66. 
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PRIMARY EVIDENCE. 

Written iiutnimeiits« As a general rule the contents 
of a written instrument can only be proved by the pro- 
duction of the instrument itself^ parol evidence of them 
being of a secondary or inferior nature. But this rule 
is not without many exceptions. In general, whenever 
Hhere exists a written document, which by the policy of 
the law is considered to contain the evidence of certain 
fSstcts, that document is regarded as the best evidence of 
the facts which it records ; and unless it be in the posses- 
sion of the opposite party, and notice has been given to 
him to produce it, or it be proved to be lost or destroyed, 
secondary evidence of its contents is not admissibla 
This rule is of frequent application in courts-martial 
with reference to written orders, letters, &c. 

Upon the same principle the records of cov/rte of 
justice existing in writing, are primary evidence of the 
facts there recorded. This rule finds application in 
military tribunals, where the proceedings of a court of 
inquiry, for insta,pce, are admitted as evidence before 
a court-martiaL 

Although matters of record and proceedings of courts 
of justice when committed to writing, cannot be proved 
by parol, they may \>% proved by eocamined copies^ a rule 
founded upon a principle of general convenience. In the 
same manner, examined copies of pvhlic books are ad- 
missible without producing the originals. This rule is 
' applicable to office books of an official character when 
called for before a court-martiaL But no such rule ex- 
ists with regard to private documents, there being no 
inconvenience in reouiring their production. 
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It may be laid down as a rule, that the admiaai/ms 
of apa/rty are competent evidence agi^st himself only 
in cases where parol evidence would be admissible to 
establish the same facts, or, in other words, where there 
is not, in the judgment of the law, higher and better 
evidence in existence to be produced. It would be a 
dangerous innovation upon the rules of evidence, to 
give any greater effect to confessions or admissions of a 
party, wrdeas m open courts and the tendency would be 
to dispense with the production of the most solemn 
documentary evidence. It is not, however, necessary in 
every case where the fact that is to be proved has been 
committed to writing, that the writing should be pro- 
duced. Facts may \i^ proved hy pard^ though a narra- 
tive of them may exist in writing. Thus a person who 
pays money may prove the fact of payment without 
producing the receipt which he took ; but parol evidence 
that a receipt given, acknowledged that the money was 
in fiill payment, is inadmissible, when the receipt is in 
existence and no measures have been taken to procure 
it. So a person who takes notes of a conversation need 
not produce them in proving the conversation. 

In the case of printed documents, all the impressions 
are originals, or in the nature of duplicate originals, and 
any copy will be primary evidence * 

Handwritinff. In proving handwriting, the evidence 
of third persons is not inferior to that of the party him- 
self. Such evidence is not in its nature inferior or second- 
ary, and though it may generally be true that a vmter is 
best acquainted with his own handwriting, and therefore 
his evidence vnll 'generally be thought the most satis- 

Rosooe, 1-i. 
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factory, yet his knowledge is acquired precisely by the 
same means as the knowledge of other persons, who 
have been in the habit of seeing him write, and differs 
not so much in kind as in degree. The testimony of 
such persons therefore, is not of a secondary species, nor 
does it give reason to suspect, as in the case where pri- 
mary evidence is withheld that the fact to which they 
speak is not trua If the evidence of third persons be 
admissible to prove handwriting, it seems necessarily 
to foUow that it is equally admissible for the puipose of 
disproving it, the question of genuine ox not genuine be- 
ing the same in both casea* 

The simplest and most obFlovt proof of taandwrlUns, 
is the testimony of a witness who saw the paper or sig- 
nature actually written. But where such a direct kind 
of evidence cannot possibly be procured, the best which 
the nature of the case admits is the information of wit- 
nesses acquainted vrith the supposed writer, who, fix>m 
seeing him write, have acquired a knowledge of his 
handwriting ; for in every person's manner of yriting, 
there is a certain distinct prevailing character which 
may be discovered by observation, and when once known, 
may be afterward applied as a standard to try any 
other specimen of writing whose genuineness is dis- 
puted. A witness may therefore be asked, whether he 
has seen a particular person write, or whether he is 
acquainted with his handwriting, and his opportunities 
for becoming so acquainted, and afterward, whether he 
believes the paper in dispute to be his handwriting. 
This course of examination evidently involves two ques- 
tions ; first, whether the supposed writer is the person of 

*Bo6Coe,6. 
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whom the witness speaks — ^a question of identity; and^ 
secondly, if he be the person, whether he wrote the 
paper in dispute — ^a question of judgment, or a com- 
parison in the mind of the witness between the general 
standard and the writing produced. All evidence of 
handwriting, except when the witness has seen the doc- 
ument actually written, is in its nature comparison. It 
is the bdtef which a witness entertains, upon comparing 
the writing in question with an exemplar in his mind, 
derived from some previous knowledge. 

This kind of evidence, like all probable evidence, cul- 
mits of every poesible degree^ from the lowest presump- 
tion to the highest moral certainty. It may be so weak 
as to be utterly unsafe to act upon ; or so strong as to 
produce conviction in the mind of any rejjsonable man. 
The witness may have been in the constant habit of 
•seeing the person write, day by day, for years together ; 
or he may have seen him write only a few words years 
ago ; or the specimens he saw may •have been slight and 
imperfect, written in a hurry, &c., but whatever degree . 
of weight his testimony may deserve, it is an established 
rule that if he speaks of handwriting from having seen 
the person write, he is competent, though he never saw 
him write but once. 

Witnesses will frequently express the weaker de- 
grees of belief in their minds, by saying they are of 
opinioTij or they thinh; in such a case the evidence of a 
witness who has seen a person write is receivable. The 
language which a witness adopts in such cases varies 
according to the habits of the individual, and to the 
want of precision in the terms used for expressing the 
various degrees of conviction in the mind, and therefore 
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it is, that the testimony of a witness is held admissible 
though he may not swear positively to his belief in 
words. 

Another inetli€»d of acqnlrlnff a knoirledge of hand- 
writing, is by means of a written correspondence. If a 
witness has received letters of such a nature as makes 
it probable that they were written by the hand from 
which they profess to come, he may be admitted to 
speak to that person^s handwriting. It is essential that 
the identity of the correspondent whose letters have 
been received with the party whose handwriting is to 
be proved, should be established, either by the witness 
who received the letters, or by other reasonable evi- 
dence. If this point is clearly proved, the vntness will 
frequently be able to give more satisfactory evidence 
than one who has seen the person in the act of writing; 
for the latter may have seen him write but seldom,* 
while the other may have had frequent opportunities of 
reperusing the lettete, and the letters themselves wiU 
probably have more consistency, and exhibit a fairer 
specimen of the general character of the handwriting. 

A witness will not be allowed to state his belief as to 
a piece of handwriting being that of a particular indi- 
vidual, where that belief is the result of a compariacm of 
the disputed writing with another vmtten specimen of 
the same individual produced in court. The best reason 
for rejecting such a comparison is, that the writings in- 
tended as specimens to be compared with the disputed 
paper, would be brought together by a party to the 
suit, who is interested to select such writings only as 
may best serve his purpose. Besides, if such company- 
sons were allowed, it would open the door to the admis- 
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sion of a great deal of collateral evidence, as in every 
case it would be necessary to go into distinct evidence 
to prove each specimen produced to be genuine. Upon 
a question respecting the identity of handwriting, the 
court may take other papers which have been proved to 
be the writing of the party — ^provided they are part of 
the proofs in the case — and compare them with the dis- 
puted writing, for the purpose of forming their opinion 
whether the disputed writing is genuine. The papers 
being parts of the proof e m the case^ are free from all 
suspicion of undue selection, and the comparison of the 
court would, in many cases, be a better mode of ascer- 
taining the truth than the evidence of witnesses speak- 
ing to handwriting from their memory. 

It is a settled rule that where the cmtiquity of a writ^ 
mg purporting to bear a person's signature, makes it 
impossible for a witness to swear that he has ever seen 
the party write, it is sufficient that he should have be- 
come acquainted with his manner of signing his name, 
by inspecting other ancient writings which bear his sig- 
nature, provided these ancient writings have been treat- 
ed and regularly preserved as authentic documents. A 
witness is therefore asked whether he has inspected such 
ancient writings in order to acquire a knowledge of the 
character of the handwriting; and then, whether he 
believes the writing in question to be of the same char- 
acter. These are extraordinary instances arising from 
the necessity of the case. 

When the genuineness of a signature is questioned, 
the evidence of a witness, who from habit and practice 
has acquired experience and skill in judging of the gen- 
uineness of handwriting, and who states his belief that 
18 
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a particular writing is in an imitative style and forged, 
appears to be strictly admissible, although he is not 
acquainted with the handwriting supposed to be imi- 
tated. But many decisions have given little or no 
weight to such testimony.* 

Proof of IfeffBtlve, wben not Neceuary. In prosecu- 
tions where it is necessary to prove that the act with 
which the prisoner is charged, was done without the 
consent, or against the will of some other person — as in 
a charge of absence without leave— it is not in general 
indispensably necessary to call that person as a witness 
on the part of the prosecution, in order to prove the 
negative, namely, that he did not give his consent. It 
is now* settled that the want of consent may be proved 
in other ways. 

Pertons Actiny In a Public Capacity. Where persons 
acting in a public capacity have been appointed by in- 
struments in writing, those instruments are not consid- 
ered the primary evidence of the appointment, but it is 
sufficient to show that they have publicly acted in the 
capacity attributed to them. And where a party is 
charged as bearing some particular character, the fact of 
his having acted in that character, or his admission of 
the fact, will be sufficient evidence, without reference to 
his appointment being in writing. Upon a charge j^f dis- 
obedience of orders, it is sufficient to show that in the 
knowledge of the accused the officer giving the order 
had previously acted in the capacity of a superior. On 
a charge of desertion or other military offence, it is suf- 
ficient to prove that the accused received the pay, and did 
the duties of a soldier, without proving his enlistment. 

* 2 Phillipps, pp. 595-603. 
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SECONDARY EVIDENCE. 

If a party intends to use a written instrument, he 
ought to produce the original if he has it in his posses- 
sion; he cannot give secondary evidence of writings 
until all the sources of primary evidence are exhausted. 
And it is an established rule, that aU originals must be 
accounted for, before secondary evidence can be given 
of any one. If the instrument is in the possession of 
the adverse party, there are in general no means of com- 
pelling him to produce it, however necessary it may be 
for the prosecution of the suit or for the defence, and if 
the party will not produce it, secondary evidence of its 
contents is then admissible. But before such evidence 
can be admitted, it must be shown affirmatively that 
the instrument is in the possession of the adverse party, 
and also that he has received notice to produce it.* 

Proof of ^Writkwkg being In PoMeMion of Adverse Partf • 
The degree of evidence which may be necessary to prove 
the fact of possession, will depend so much on the nature 
of the transaction and on the particular circumstances 
of each individual case, that it is scarcely possible to 
lay down any general rule on the subject. 

Possession is frequently presumed from the nature of 
the paper, as well as other circumstances indicative of 
its place of custody. The inquiry, in the first instance, 
may generally be determined by ascertaining to whom 
the possession rightfully belongs ; for in the absence of 
proof to the contrary, the law will presume that the 
person entitled holds the custody. 

Where a paper is in the hands of a person acting in 

♦ 2 Phillipps, 610. 
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an independent character, and who has a riffJU to tHe 
possession of it, notice to the party is sufficient. 

Where a document has been traced into the posses- 
sion of s,paHy to tlie Cdse^ it lies upon him to show that 
he has lawfully parted with it. But this rule does not 
apply, where the party has voluntarily parted with the 
possession of a document after having received notice 
to produce it. 

In certain cases, where the written instrument is in 
the possession of a third person, yet if there is privity 
between such third person and the party, it is deemed 
to be virtually in his possession, and therefore a notice 
to produce given to the party himself, will be sufficient. 

Notice to Prodnce. It does not follow, that on proof 
of the notice the party is compellable to give evidence 
against himself; or that, if he refuses to produce the 
paper required, such a circumstance is to be considered 
as conclusive against him; but the consequence will be, 
that the other party, who has done all in his power to 
supply the best evidence, will be allowed to go into evi- 
dence of an inferior kind, and may read' an examined 
copy, or give parol evidence of the contents. 

The notice to produce should refer to the documents 
required with sufficient particularity; but if there is no 
reasonable doubt that the party receiving the notice 
must have been aware of the particular instrument in- 
tended to be produced, that is sufficient. 

It is not necessary that a notice to produce should be 
in writing ; and if a notice by parol and in writing be 
given at the same time, it is sufficient to prove the parol 
notice alone. 

It is sufficient to serve the notice upon the party him- 
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seifj or Ms counsel, or upon his servant at his quartera 
And the notice must be given within a reasonable time 
— the court deciding whether it has been given within 
reasonable time or not ; and this must depend upon the 
circumstances of each particular case. 

If a party after receiving notice to produce a paper 
which is in his possession, refuses to do so, he places the 
other party under the difficulty of proving the contents 
by some secondary proo^ and withholds from the court 
the original and most authentic evidence. He cannot, after 
this, give in evidence the original, for the purpose of con- 
tradicting the secondary proof which has been received. 

The regular time of calling for the production of par 
pers, is not xmtil the party who requires them has en- 
tered upon his case; till that period arrives, the other 
party may refuse to produce them, and there can be no 
cross^xamination as to their contents, although the no- 
tice to produce them is admitted.* 

Notice toprodhicej wben dispensed with. Where, from 
the nature of the prosecution, the prisoner must be 
aware that he is charged with the possession of the 
document in question, a notice to produce it is unneces- 
sary. So where the prisoner was proved to have said 
that he had destroyed the document in question, it was 
held to be unnecessary to prove any notice to produce, 
so as to let in secondary evidence of its contents. No- 
tice to produce is not required, where the paper oflfered 
in evidence is a duplicate original ; for in such a case, 
the evidence oflfered is primary evidence. However, it 
seems now to be the better opinion, that neither party 
will be allowed, either in the examination in chief or in 

* 2 PhilUpps, 520-538. Bosooe, d-ll. 
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cross-examination, to inquire into the contents of a docu- 
ment, merely because the opposite party has the original 
in his possession ia court at the time of the trial, and 
declines to produce it ; and that the opposite party may 
object to such parol evidence of the contents, on account 
of his not having received a previous notice to produce 
the original. 

Where a writing is from its nature not capable of 
being transported from place to place, as in the case of 
mscriptions or notices fixed on waUs, tombstones, boards 
and the like, secondary evidence of the inscription will 
be received. But the principle of this exception only 
applies to cases where the writing is a fixture. So where 
a docwment is of a public nature, a copy of it is evidence; 
the production of the original is dispensed with on the 
groimd of inconvenience, and on the fact that the easy 
detection of fraud diminishes the probability of it. 

Secondary evidence is also admissible of writings 
which are proved to have been destroyed^ or which can- 
not be found after due inquiry. What shall be consid- 
.ered due inquiry must depend on the particular circum- 
stances of the case, especially upon the importance of 
the instrument and the usage or practice which may 
exist respecting the custody of such documents. 

The question as to the suffidency of the search being 
preliminary" to the admissibility of the secondary evi- 
dence, it must be shown, in general, that there has been 
a diligent search made, such as the case naturally sug- 
gests ; and the search must appear to have been made 
in the proper place — the place where the paper was 
likely to be found. 

In the case of a useless document^ the presumption is 



PKESTJHFnV£ EVIDENCE. 2^9 

that it lias been destroyed. And where the loss or de- 
struction of a paper may almost be presumed, very 
slight evidence of such loss or destruction is sufficient. 
Proof by witness that the paper in question was thrown 
aside as useless, and that he believes it to be lost or 
destroyed, will be sufficient to let in secondary evidence. 

Where a person has mtereet in destroying a pdper, its 
destruction will be presumed on very slight testimony. 
The law, it has been held, presumes that an accomplice 
will destroy a letter serving to implicate him as sucL 

When it is the duty of the party in possession of a 
document to deposit it in a particular place, and it is 
not found in that place, the presumption is that it is 
lost or destroyed. 

When the paper was in thej)ossession of h party who 
ia dead^ his declarations as to its loss or destruction, are 
admissible after his deatL When the party in whose 
possession the instrument was, is 'alive, his declarations 
are inadmissible, and he ought to be called as a witness. 

As to degrees of seconda/ry evidence^ it is held that 
when the original is lost and there is a counterpart, the 
latter should be accounted for before inferior evidence 
is admissible. But after the loss of the different parts 
are proved, or these are shown to be unattainable, then 
examined copies, or the parol evidence of witnesses, may 
be resorted to.* 

PEESUMPTIVE EVIDENCE. 

We have thus far considered some of the general rules 
which have been adopted in courts of law relative to 
the exclusion of evidence. It is now proposed to treat 

• 2 PhiUipps, 550-568; Roscoe, 12, 13; Starkie, 439. 
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of the nature or quality of evidence ; more especially 
with regard to preaumptvoe or circarMtcmtidl proo^ as 
contradistinguished from direct proof 

Definition. Where the facts proved are not the pre- 
cise facts in issue, and the court is to come to a con- 
clusion upon the facts in issue by an act of reasoning 
from those other proved facts, the evidence in such a 
case is said to h% presumptive. 

A presumption of a fact is properly an inference of 
that fact fix>m other facts that are known. When the 
fiact itself cannot be proved, that which comes nearest 
to the proof of the fact is the proof of the circumstances 
that necessarily and usually attend such fact, and these 
are GsMeA preawmptions and not proofs ; for they stand 
instead of the proofs of the fact till the contrary be 
proved. Where a man is discovered suddenly dead in 
a room, and another is found running out in haste with 
a bloody sword, it is a violent presumption that he is 
the murderer, for the blood, the weapon, and the hasty 
flight, are all the necessary concomitants of such facts ; 
and the next proof to the sight of the fact itself is the 
proof of those circumstances that usually attend such 
facts. The circumstances should be strong in themselves, 
should each of them tend to throw light upon, and to 
prove each other, and the result of the whole should be 
to leave no doubt upon the mind that the offence has 
been committed, and that the accused and no other 
could be the person who committed it. That the fact to 
be inferred often accompanies the fact proven is not 
sufficient ; it should most, usuaO/y accompany it ; and it 
might be said, in the absence of all circumstances, that it 
should TO/relnj otherwise happen. 
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The force of presumptions is almost intuitively per-* 
oeived by mankind; and that principle of the nund 
which prepares it to expect the future association of cir- 
cumstances, because it has been accustomed to find them 
associated, cannot be accounted for, except by setting it 
down as imposed upon us by the law of nature. 

'What circmiifttaiicei i¥lll amoant to proof can never 
be matter of general definition. The legal test is, the 
sufficiency of the evidence to satisfy the understanding 
and conscience of the jury. On the one hand, absolute, 
metaphysical and demonstrative certainty, is not essen- 
tial to proof by circumstances. It is sufficient if they 
produce moral certainty, to the exclusion of every rea- 
sonable doubt. Even direct and positive testimony does 
not afford grounds of belief of a higher and superior 
nature. The rule even in a capital case is, that should 
the circumstances be sufficient to convince the mind and 
remove every rational doubt, the jury is bound to place 
as much reliance on such circumstances as on direct and 
positive proof. 

With respect to the compa/raiwe weight due to direct 
and presumptive evidence, it has been said that circum- 
stances are in many cases of greater force and much 
more to be depended on than the testimony of living 
witnesses ; inasmuch as witnesses may either be mistaken 
themselves, or wickedly intend to deceive others ; where- 
as circumstances and presumptions naturally and neces- 
sarily arising out of a given fact cannot lie. But it must 
be observed that circumstantial evidence, besides the 
possibility of its being perverted through the means of 
witnesses in like manner as direct evidence, is subjected 
to this additional infirmity, that it is composed of infer- 
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ences each of whicli may be fallacious. As a general 
principle it is certainly true, that positive evidence of a 
feet from credible eye-witnesses is the most satisfactory 
that can be produced, and the ^miversal feeling of man- 
kind leans to this species of evidence in preference to 
that which is merely circumstantial 

Besides presumptions of fact, which suppose in each 
case an independent act of reasoning, there are certain 
presumptione of law, which will stand good untU the 
contrary is proved. The law presumes a man to be in- 
nocent, until the contrary is proved or appears from 
stronger presumption. And it is a rule that illegality 
is never to be presumed, but the presumption is that a 
party complies with the law. 

There is a general preftumptlon iii criminal matters, 
that a penon Intends whatever is the natural and prob- 
able consequence of his own actions. And it seems to 
be clearly a presumption of law, that where an act is 
done by one person injurious to another, malice — ^that 
is, an attempt to injure — ^is prima fa^cie to be presumed 
in the person doing the act. Thus, in every charge of 
murder, the fact of killing being first proved, all the cir- 
cumstances of accident, necessity, or infirmity are to be 
satisfactorily established by the prisoner, unless they 
arise out of the evidence produced against him ; for the 
law presumes the fact to be founded in malice unless 
the contrary appears. 

In almost every criminal case, a portion of the evi- 
dence laid before the jury consists of the conduct of the 
party at the time of or after being charged with, the 
offence. Great caution should be exercised in weighing 
the effect of such presumptive evidence ; for an innocent 
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man^ finding himself in a situation of difficulty, and per- 
haps, from the circumstances of the case, of danger, is 
sometimes induced to adopt a line ^ of conduct which 
bears with it a presumption of guilt. Flight may be 
very strong evidence of guilt, or it may weigh nothing, 
according to the circumstances under which it takes 
place. The legal presumption from flight is against the 
prisoner, and it lies upon him to rebut it* 

The general rules which will now be adverted to are : 
Firstj That the evidence must be confined to the 
points in issue ; 

Secondly^ That the point in issue must be proved by 
the party who asserts the affirmative ; and 

Thirdly^ That the substance only of the issue need 
be proved. 

Flr«t«— ETidence confined to the litne. # 
In criminal proceedings, there is the strongest neces- 
sity for the strict enforcement of this rule ; for where a 
prisoner is charged with an offence, it is of the utmost 
importance to him that the facts laid before the jury 
should consist exclusively of the transaction which 
forms the subject of the charge. This rule is founded 
in common justice, for no person can be expected to 
answer, unprepared and at once, for every action of his 
life. Notwithstanding the fact, that the sole object of 
receiving evidence is to establish the truth, yet there is 
sometimes much difficulty in deciding correctly what 
particular testimony should be admitted or rejected. It 
may be admissible in one point of view, though not in 
another, and as it is frequently difficult to ascertain, a 
priori^ whether proof of a particular fact offered in evi- 

* 1 Phillipps, 598-613; Starkie, 514; Roecoe, 15-20. 
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dence will or will not become material, the nsual prac- 
tice of courts in sucli cases is, to give credit to tlie asser- 
tion of tlie party wlio tenders sucli evidence, that the 
fact will turn out to be material 

It is hardly necessary to observe, that though a cir- 
cumstance be proper as tending tQ show a particular 
&ct, it is madmisaible unless the fact itself be pertinent 
to the question in issue. 

It should also be remembered, that under the head 
of relevancy the question is not whether the evidence 
offered be the most convincing, but whether it tends at 
all to illustrate the question ; and though an inquiry 
may be irrelevant on the examination in chie^ it may 
be afterward rendered proper and necessary by the 
course of a cross-examination. An inquiry into other 
facts besides those charged, may often be totally irrele- 
vant ; at other times they bear on the point in issue, 
and constitute presumptive proof. In support of a 
charge for malicious or disrespectful language addressed 
to a commanding officer at a stated time, or in a particu- 
lar letter ; after the words charged have been proved, 
the prosecutor may prove also that the accused spoke or 
wrote other disrespectful or malicious words on the 
aame evbject^ either before or afterward, or that he pub- 
lished or disseminated copies of the letter set forth as 
disrespectful in the charge. This evidence is admissible, 
not in aggravation of the crime charged, but for the 
purpose of proving deliberate malice or disrespect, 
which motives are imputed in the charge.* On a trial 
for high treason, it being proved that the prisoner had 
enlisted into the enemy's army, his unsuccessful attempt 

* Simmons, 405. 
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to persuade another to enlist was allowed in evidence, 
as showing the quo amimo. 

On a court-inartial the prosecution is not permitted 
under any circumstances to examine as to general habits, 
for the purpose of showing that the accused has a genr 
ercH disposition to commit the same kind of offence as 
that charged against him. It is most obvious that char- 
acter not connected with the charge, cannot be admitted 
to weigh in the scale of evidence as to the Jmding of 
the court. 

ciiaracter. Where intention is a principal ingredient 
in the charge, or where circumstantial proof only is ad- 
duced, evidence as to character bearing on the charge, 
may be highly important. An affectionate and warm 
evidence of character, when collected together, should 
make a strong impression in favor of a prisoner, and 
when those who give such a character in evidence are 
entitled to credit, their testimony should have great 
weight with the court. On a charge of murder, where 
malice is essential, expressions of good- will and acts of 
kindness on the part of the prisoner toward the deceas^ 
ed, are always considered important evidence, as showing 
what was his general disposition toward the deceased, 
from which it may be concluded that his intention could 
not have been what the charge imputes. On a charge 
of theft, character for honesty may be entitled to great 
weight. So also on a charge implicating the courage 
of a soldier, character for bravery and resolution might 
be of vast importance; but it would be manifestly 
absurd and irrelevant, when deliberating on a charge 
of theft, to allow character for bravery to weigh in the 
scale of proof; or, when deciding on a charge of cow- 
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ardice, to be biased by a character of ionesty. The 
inquiry in such particular cases, ought manifestly to 
bear some analogy and reference to the charge against 
him. 

Oeneral charactw is the estimation in which a person 
is held in the community where he has resided Public 
opinion is the question in common cases where character 
is in issue, character and reputation being the same. 
General character, unconnected with the charge, though 
it, must be inoperative with the court except as to deter- 
mining the nature of punishment in discretionary cases, 
may most essentially serve the prisoner, by influencing 
the superior in whom the power to mitigate or remit 
the sentence is vested. And it has ever been the prac- 
tice of courts-martial to admit evidence as to the pris- 
oner's character, offered by Idm^ inmiediately after the 
production of his witnesses to meet the charge, whatever 
be its nature ; though questions by the accused tending 
to elicit such, may be frequently made in the course of 
the investigation. A prisoner is even permitted to put 
in proof particular instances wherein his conduct may 
have been publicly approved by superior officers.* 
Mere letters of recommendation would not be evidence, 
nor would certificates prepared for the occasion be; 
instead of such letters, the law requires testimony on 
oath, whether delivered orally in open court or by 
depositions. Nor indeed, as to that, would ex-pa/rte 
affidavits be competent. But official letters, which may 
have been received at the termination of a particular 
service or tour of duty, are a part of the ree geatce^ and 
are admissible, subject, of course, to explanations.f 

* Simmons, p. 411. f Attomej-general^s opinions, Januaiy 31st, 1857. 
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The good character of the party accused, satisfactorily 
established by competent witnesses, is an ingredient 
which ought always to be submitted to the considera- 
tion of the court, together with the other facts and cir- 
cumstances of the case. The nature of the charge, and 
the evidence by which it is supported, will often render 
such ingredient of little or no avail ; but the more cor- 
rect course seems to be to leave the court-martial to 
form their conclusion upon the whole of the evidence, 
whether an individual whose character was previously 
unblemished, has or has not committed the particular 
crime for which he is called upon to answer. Still, in a 
clear case, good character will be of no avail in the find- 
ing. It is only in cases of doubt that such proof is 
entitled to weight. 

Evidence will not be admitted^ on the part of the pros- 
ecution, to sho^ the bad character of the accused, unless 
he has caUeS witnesses in support of his character ; and 
even then the prosecutor cannot examine to particular 
facts. 

Witnesses as to character may be asked to state their 
opportunities, or means, of forming an opinion as to the 
prisoner's character. 

miutinj and Sediuon, On a prosecution for a crime, 
the proof of which is supposed to consist wholly, or in 
part, of evidence of a conspiracy entered into by the 
accused, so that the conspiracy is to be given in evi- 
dence against him- general evidence of the existence of 
the conspiracy charged must be received in the first 
instance, though it cannot affect the accused unless 
brought home to him or to his agent. 

Upon the trial of a charge of mutiny, or intended 
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mutiny, it is important to know how far the acts or 
declarations of co-mutineers in furtherance of a concert- 
ed plan, may be received in evidence against a particular 
individual Proof of the plot or combination must pre- 
cede proof of declarations made by either of the alleged 
parties, though the conduct, acts, and declarations of 
the separate parties in the planning or execution of the 
scheme, may be shown as evidence of the common de- 
sign. In other words, general evidence may, in the first 
instance, be received as a preliminary step to that more 
particular evidence, by which it is to be shown that the 
accused was a guilty participator in the crime. It is 
very obvious that the rules of evidence on trials for 
treason and conspiracy before courts of civil judicature, 
will apply most aptly and closely to trials before courts- 
martial for mutiny and sedition. 

The existence of the conspiracy may be established, 
either by evidence of the acts of third persons, or by 
evidence of the acts of the prisoner, and any other with 
whom he is attempted to be connected, concurring to- 
gether at the same time and for the same object. It has 
recently been held that the prosecutor may either prove 
the conspiracy which renders the interests of the con- 
spirators admissible in evidence, or he may prove the 
acts of the different persons, and thus prove the conspir- 
acy. The evidence is either direct, of a meeting and 
consultation for the illegal purpose charged, or more 
usually from the very nature of the case, circumstantial; 
and the evidence jus more or less strong, according to the 
publicity or privacy of the object of such concurrence, 
and the greater or less degree of similarity in the means 
employed to effect it. The more secret the one, and the 
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greater the coincidence in the other, the stronger is the 
evidence of conspiracy.* 

In prosecutions involving a charge of conspiracies, it 
is an estabiitiied rale that where several persons a/re 
proved to have combined together for the same illegal 
purpose, any act done hy one of the party in pursuance 
of the original concerted plan, and with reference to the 
common object, is, in the contemplation of the law, the 
act of the whole party ; it follows, therefore, that any 
writings or verbal expressions — being acts in them- 
selves, or accompanying and explaining other acts, and 
so being part of the rea geetcBj and which are brought 
home to one conspirator — ^are evidence against the other 
conspirators, provided it sufficiently appear that they 
were used in the furtherance of a common design. 

In like manner consultations in furtherance of a con- 
spiracy are receivable in evidence, as also letters or 
drafts of answers to letters, and other papers found in 
the possession of co-conspirators, and which the jury 
may not unreasonably conclude were written in prosecu- 
tion of a common purpose, to which the prisoner was a 
party. For the same reason declarations or writings 
explanatory of the nature of a common object, in which 
the prisoner is engaged together with others, are re- 
ceivable in evidence; provided they accompany acts 
done in the prosecution of such an object, arising natu. 
rally out of these acts, and not being in the nature of a 
subsequent statement or confession of them. 

But where words or writings are not acts in them- 
selves, nor part of the rea gestcB^ but a mere relation or 
narrative of some part of the transaction, or as to the 

« Bosooe, pp. 416-417. 
19 
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share wWcli other persons have had in the execution of 
a common design, the evidence is not within the princi* 
pie above mentioned : it altogether depends on the credit 
of the narrator, who is not before the court, and there- 
fore it cannot be received. 

It is in consequence of the dietinction hetween writings 
or declarations which are a part of the transaction, and 
such as are in the nature of subsequent statements but 
not part of the res gestce^ that the admissibility of writ- 
ings often depends on the time when they are proved to 
have been in the possession of co-conspirators, whether 
it was before or after the time of the prisoner's appire- 
hension. Thus, some papers containing a variety of plans 
and lists of names, which had been found in the house 
of a co-conspirator, and which had a reference to the 
design of the conspiracy and in furtherance of the alleged 
plot, were held to be admissible evidence against the 
prisoner ; inasmuch as there was in the case strong pre- 
sumptive evidence that they were in the house of the 
co-conspirator, before the prisoner's apprehension: for 
the room in which the papers were found had been 
locked up by one of the conspirators. The point in 
this case was distinguished from a point in a previous 
case, where the papers were found after the prisoner's 
apprehension, in the possession of pereons who, possibly, 
might not have obtained the papers till afterward. 

In a prosecution against several persons for conspiracy 
in unlawfully assembling for the purpose of exciting 
discontent and disaffection, the material polnu for con- 
sideration are, the general character and intention of 
the assembly,' and the particular case of the prisoners 
as connected with that general character. With this 
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view, it would be relevant to produce in evidence cer- 
tain resolutions proposed by one of the prisoners at an 
assembly recently held at another place, for the same 
professed object and purpose as were avowed by the 
meeting in question, and that the defendant acted in 
both cases as chairman. In a question of intention as 
this is, it would be most clearly relevant to show against 
that defendant, that at a similar meeting held for an 
object professedly similar, such matters had passed un- 
der his immediate auspices. 

Much evidence is usually produced upon such trials, 
which does not relate to the particular conduct of a pris- 
oner. Thus the acts and declarations of other conspir- 
ators in the absence of the prisoner are admissible against 
him ; and the prisoner may be affected by writings from 
other persons, which came into his custody before his 
apprehension. In these cases, the evidence is of a direct 
nature, applying to the acts in fdrtherance of a con- 
spiracy, and not circumstantial, as proving only col- 
lateral circumstances from which these acts are to be 
inferred. 

As whatever the prisoner may have done or said at 
any meeting, alleged to have been held in pursuance of 
the conspiracy, is admissible in evidence against him on 
the part of the prosecution; so, on the other hai;id, 
any other part of his conduct at the same meetings will 
be allowed to be proved in his behalf: for the intention 
and design of the party at a particular time, are best 
explained by a complete view of every part of his con- 
duct at that time. Should other acts of the prisoner, 
besides those charged, be proved against him for the pur- 
pose of showing his design in the affair in question, it 
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seems reasonable that lie sliould be allowed to explain 
those acts by proof of other cotenvporanecms particulars 
of his conduct, which show that he had a diflferent design 
from that imputed to him.* 

§eooiidl|',— ^taofl Probandl— Borden of Proof. 

It is a general rule of evidence, established for the 
purpose of shortening and facilitating investigations, 
that the point in issue is to be proved by the party 
who asserts the affirmative, that is, the affirmative in 
substance, not in mere form. This rule arises also from 
the difficulty, amounting in many cases t6 an impossi- 
bility, of proving a negative. Upon the party who has 
to give such proo^ is said to rest the burden of proof^ 
or, as it is technically called, the onus probandL 

One of the tureft tests for ascertaining upon which 
side the affirmative really lies, is to consider which party 
would be successful if no evidence at all were given. 
Thus, where one party charges another with a culpable 
omission or breach of duty, the person who makes the 
charge is boimd to prove it, though it may involve a 
negative ;• for it is one of the first principles of justice^ 
that where a party stands charged with an offence, his 
innocence is presumed, and the onus is upon the prose- 
cutor. 

The necessity of proving the negative must be often 
subject to the rule, that the burden of proof lies on the 
person who has to support his case by proof of a fact 
which lies more peculiarly within his own knowledge, 
and of which he is supposed to be cognizant. Thus, in 
an action of penalties under the game laws, though 
the plaintiff must aver, in order to bring the defendant 

• 1 Fhmippe, 205-209, and 773-t76. 
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within the act, that he was not duly qualified, yet it is 
not necessary to disprove his qualification, but it will be 
for the defendant, if he can, to prove himself qualified. 
If such negative evidence were necessary to support 
the information, it would scarcely be possible in any case 
to convict ; on the other hand, such qualification is pecu- 
liaiiy within the knowledge of the qualified person. 

These rules were thus laid down by Judge Story :* 
" If the charge consists in a criminal neglect of duty, as 
the law presumes the affirmative, the burden of proof 
of the contrary is thrown on the other side. But in 
other cases, as where the negative does not admit of 
direct proof, or the facts lie more immediatgly within 
the knowledge of the defendant, he is put to his proof 
of the affirmative." 

Upon a question of jvHadiction^ where the proceed- 
ings of a court of general jurisdiction are alleged, the 
law presumes jurisdiction, and the onus of proving the 
contrary lies with the party who undertakes to question 
it. But with respect to courts of limited and special 
jurisdiction, it is widely different; nothing isjpresumed 
in favor of their jurisdiction, and the party seeking to 
derive advantage from their proceedings is bound to 
show jurisdiction affirmatively.f 

Thirdly.— Ttae SuMtance only of tlie iMue need be 
proved. 

Under the present head will be considered, the 
quamiity of evidence required in support of particular 
averments in charges, and, consequent thereupon, the 
doctrine of varia/ncee. 

A general rule, governing the application of evidence 

* United States vs. Hayward, 2 Gall, 284. f 1 Pl^aiipps, 809-822. 
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to the points in dispute on any issue, is that it must be 
sufficient to prove the substance of the issue. And the 
greater number of cases on this subject may be classed 
under the two heads of dwieiUe and descriptive aver- 
ments. 

DlTlilble Avermeiitf. 

Sulllcient to prove what eoii§tlt«te« an Ollbiice. It is 
a universal principle, which runs through the whole of 
the criminal law, that it will be sufficient to prove so 
much of the indictment as charges the defendant with 
a substantive crime therein specified. The oflfence, how- 
ever, of which he is convicted must be of the. same class 
with that with which he is charged. 

On courts-martial, a prisoner charged with desertion 
may be found guilty of absence without leave, for ab- 
sence is the principal matter in issue, the motive and 
design being concomitants. 

On a charge of offering violence to a superior officer 
in the execution of his office, by discharging a loaded 
musket at him, the prisoner may be convicted of offer- 
ing violence, and a proportionate punishment may be 
awarded for such conduct, altliough the evidence fail in 
establishing that the rank or authority of the superior 
officer was known to the offender, or although the capi- 
tal offence under the articles of war may not have been 
committed in consequence of the superior officer not 
having been in the execution of his office at the time. 
The principal matter is the offered molervce^ the rank 
and office of the person fired at being circumstances in 
aggravation.* 

Where a charge alleges that the accused dAdy a/nd 

♦ Simmons, 416. 
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caused to be done a certain act, it is sufficient to prove 
either one or the other. 

Intent. Where the intent of the prisoner furnishes 
one of the ingredients in the offence, and several intents 
are laid in the indictment, each of which, together with 
the act done, constitutes an offence, it is sufficient to 
prove one intent only. 

DeicriptlFe ATerntentA. 

Whei-e a person or thing, necessary to be mentioned 
in an indictment, is described with circumstances of 
greater particularity than requisite, yet these circum- 
stances must be proved, otherwise it would not appear 
that the person or thing is the same as that described in 
the indictment. Thus, in an indictment for coining, 
alleged possession of a die made of iron or steel ; in fact, 
it was made of zinc and antimony. The variance was 
held ffttal 

And it has also been held that an allegation in an 
indictment, which is not impertinent or foreign to the 
cause, must be proved ; though a prosecution for the 
offence might be supported without such allegation. 

Name of Party li^urell. The name, .both Christian 
and surname, of the person upon whom the offence is 
charged to have been committed, is matter of descrip- 
tion and must be proved as laid ; but if the name be 
that by which he is usually called and known, it is suffi- 
cient. Where there are a father and a son of the same 
name, and that name is stated without any addition, it 
shall be prima facie intended to signify the father; 
though it may be proved that either the father or son 
was the party intended. 

It is not necessary that there should be any addHibn 
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to the name. Where a person has a name of dignity, 
he ought to be described by that name, and as it forms 
part of the name itself and is not an addition merely, it 
must be proved as laid. 

Where a name which is material to state, is wrongly 
spelled, yet if it be idem sonans with that proved, it is 
sufficient. Thus, where the name in the indictment was 
John Whynea/rd^ and it appeared that the real name 
was Winyard^ but that it was pronounced Winnyard^ 
the variance was held to be immaterial But McGa/fm 
for McCam is a fatal variance. 

names of Third Perftomi. Not only must the names 
descriptive of the prosecutor or party sustaining the 
injury be strictly proved, but where the name of a third 
person is introduced into the indictment as descriptive 
of some person or thing, that name also must be proved 
as laid. When surnames, with a prefix to them, are 
ordinarily written with an abbreviation, the names thus 
written in an indictment are sufficient. Where the 
name of a third person is stated in an averment, un- 
necessarily introduced, and which may therefore be re- 
jected as surplusage, a variance will not, be material 

Mode of Committiiig oiibnees. In general the de- 
scriptive averments of the mode in which an offence has 
been committed, do not require to be strictly proved, 
if, in substance, the evidence supports the allegation. 
Thus, in murder, it is always sufficient, if the mode of 
death proved agree in substance with that charged. 
Therefore, though where the death is occasioned by a 
particular weapon, the name and description of the 
weapon must be specified ; yet, if it appear that the 
party was killed by a different weapon, it maintains the 
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indictment ; as if a wound or bruise be alleged to be 
given with a sword, and it prove to be with an axe or 
staff, this difference is immateriaL And the same if the 
death be laid to be by one sort of poisoning, and in 
truth it be by another. When the indictment was for 
assaulting a person with a certain offensive weapon, 
commonly called a wooden staffs and it was proved to 
have been with a sUme^ it was held well, for the two 
weapons produce the same sort of mischief, viz.: by 
blows and bruises. Though the weapon need not be 
proved to be the same, yet it must appear that the 
species of killing was the same. Thus, if the prisoner 
be indicted for poisoning, it will not be sufficient to 
prove a death by shooting, starving, or strangling. 

Ptenons Committing the Offence. So also with regard 
to the person by whom the offence is committed, it is 
sufficient to charge him with that which is the legal 
effect of the act which he has committed. Therefore, 
where an indictment charges that A gave the mortal 
stroke, and that B and C were present aiding and abet- 
ting, if it appeared in evidence that B was the person 
who gave the stroke, and that A and C were present 
aiding and abetting, they may all be found guilty of 
murder or manslaughter, as circumstances may vary the 
case. The identity of the perSon supposed to have 
given the stroke is but a circumstance, and in this case 
a very immaterial one — ^the stroke of one being in con- 
sideration of law the stroke of alL The person giving 
the stroke is no more than the hand or instrument by 
which the others strike. 

Averments not MateriaL The general rule with re- 
gard to immaterial averments has been thus stated : if 
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an averment may be entirely omitted without affecting 
tlie charge against the prisoner, and without detriment 
to the indictment, it will be considered as surplusage, 
and may be disregarded in evidence; as, where the 
name of a person or place is unnecessarily introduced, it 
need not be proved. 

Avermente bm to Ttme. It is a rule that it is not 
necessary to prove the time precisely as laid, unless that 
particular time is material or forms an ingredient of the 
offence itself This is the constant course of proceeding 
in criminal prosecutions from the highest offence to the 
lowest ; although every material fact must be alleged in 
the indictment to have occurred at a certain time. 

Simmons* cites the case of a soldier who was tried for 
having deserted on the 19th October, 1838, when in 
fact he had deserted on the 19th October of the preced- 
ing year, but was still illegally absent on the date men- 
tioned in the charge. The court was recommended by 
the then judge advocate general to come to a specific 
finding, stating the facts which appeared in evidence as 
above detailed, and to find the prisoner guilty of the 
charge, with the exception of so much of it as imported 
that he deserted on or about the particular date men- 
tioned. 

Upon the case of a soldier who was proved to have 
committed the offence laid to his charge, but not upon 
the day specified, the judge advocate general remarked 
that " it was perfectly competent to the court to find 
the prisoner guilty under the charge so framed, although 
the offence was proved to have occurred on a different 
day, but that in such case it was in strictness the duty 

* Page 423. 
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of the court to specify in their finding on what day the 
offence took place." 

ATernienu as to Place. On the trial of offences be- 
fore the ordinary courts of law, it is sufficient to prove 
that the offence was committed in the county in which 
it is laid to have been committed, and a mistake in the 
particular place in which an offence is laid will not be 
material And although the offence must be proved to 
have been committed in the county where the prisoner 
is tried, yet after such proof the acts of the prisoner in 
any other county, tending to establish the charge against 
him, are admissible in evidence.* 

This rule is fixed in this country by the constitution, 
which directs that in all criminal prosecutions, the ac- 
cused shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, 
by an impartial jury of the state and district where the 
crime shall have been committed, which district shall 
have been previously ascertained by law.f In trials by 
courts-martial no such limitation has been fixed, as re^ 
gardsplacSy and therefore such courts have a jurisdiction 
co-extensive with the country ; and a crime committed 
in one geographical department may be tried in any 
other. Their jurisdiction, then, only depends upon the 
person offending and upon the offence charged. 

It is nevertheless necessary that the place where the 
offence is supposed to have been committed should be 
laid with certainty, and this because such allegation 
may, at times, be essential to the defence of the accused; 
but a variance between the proof of the place where the 
crime was committed and the place as laid in the charge, 
should not of necessity acquit the prisoner; it is held 

* Boscoe, pp. 98-110. f Vlth Amendment 
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sufficient to identify the accused with the perpetration 
of the oflfence. A soldier accused of deserting the ser- 
vice from one place, on the 1st day of June, but who on 
trial was clearly shown to have deserted on the specified 
day from a diflferent place, would justly be convicted ; 
for the essence of the crime is made out, and the place 
whence he deserted makes no part of the oflfence, but is 
a mere circumstance of description. But if the evidence 
exhibited the time and place as so variant from those 
stated in tlje charge, that there was a possibility of the 
prisoner having repeated the oflfence, he would certainly 
be acquitted, because the act charged and the act proved 
are distinct oflfences * 

To lay the place in a charge, enables the accused to 
prove an dUbi. When a prisoner is charged with com- 
mitting an oflfence, and he can show his absence from the 
particular place at the time, he is said to prove an alibL 
Before courts-martial such a defence does not avail, 
where the crime is- clearly made out to have been com- 
mitted by him at the time stated, although at a diflferent 
place, for the place has been wrongftdly stated — ^the 
crime and criminal clearly proved. But where the 
crime and place, and not the criminal, have been put in 
proof, the prisoner may prove an alibi by showing that 
at the time of the commission of the oflfence at that 
place he was at another place. This would acquit hintL 

EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES. 

Witnesses at courts-martial are invariably examined 
in open court in the presence of each member, and of 
the pai-ties to the trial The court is thereby enabled 

♦ De Hart, pp. 367, 368. 
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to observe their demeanor, inclinatioH, and understand- 
ing ; points essential Ijo the formation of a correct judg- 
ment as to the value of their testimony. The adverse 
party is also afforded an opportunity of objecting to 
their competency, or of trying their credibility by cross- 
examination. 

On courts-martial no witness is permitted to oe present 
during the examination of another, to prevent the influx 
ence which the testimony given by one may tend to pro- 
duce in another, and also to render collusion difficult 
between them. In general, the court will, on the appli- 
cation of either of the parties, direct that all the wit- 
nesses but the one under examination shall leave the 
court, and this right may be exercised at any period of 
the trial. This rule does not extend to the counsel, who, 
upon the request of the prisoner, may remain and stUl 
be examined as a witness, his assistance being necessary 
to the proper conduct of the defence. A surgeon— or 
other professional person — ^who is called to give an opin- 
ion as a matter of skill, upon the circumstances of the 
case, may be allowed to remain in court during the trial 
till the medical opinion of other witnesses begins. If a 
witness shoxdd remain in court or return to it after being 
directed to withdraw, it is for the coiui; to decide as to 
the admission or rejection of his testimony. If admit- 
ted, the circumstance may affect his credibility. 

It is almost a matter of right for the opposite party 
to have a witness out of court, while a discussion — 
legal argument — i^ going on as to his evidence. 

It is competent to a court-martial to confront any two 
or more adverse witnesses, that is, to call into court at 
the same time, any two or more contradictory witnesses, 



802 mLTTABT LAW AKD COUBIS-HASTIAL. 

and to endeavor to reconcile their testimony by reading 
over to each the evidence of the other, and by requiring 
an explanation of such parts as are inconsistent or 
contradictory, in order to ascertain as far as possible the 
real truth of the case ; but this proceeding would not 
be advisable, till the close of the cross-examination.* 

A member of a court-martial, as a judge or juror, is a 
competent witness, and may be sworn to give evidence 
in favor or against a prisoner, at any stage of the pro- 
ceedings ; it is, however, to be avoided, if foreseen. It 
need scarcely be observed, that no communication by a 
member in closed court, can be received ; he must be 
sworn as other witnesses, in open court, and be subject 
to cross-examination ; neither ought the private knowl- 
edge of any fact to influence the particular verdict of a 
member, for he is sworn to well and truly try and de- 
termine, strictly according to the evidence before the 
court, and not according to the evidence concluded in 
his own breast. 

It is a question frequently agitated, whether or not 
courts-martial are competent to origiiuxie evidence; that 
is, to call into court a witness not produced by the par- 
ties before the court. There is no doubt but that the 
court may, at any period of the trial, recall any witness 
for further examination, if any question occur to the 
court or is suggested by either of the parties ; and it 
would also seem that the custom of the service would 
justify the calling, as a witness, any individual alluded 
to in the evidence before the court, who may be at hand, 
and whose examination might aflford a probability of 
elucidating a special point which may be dubious ; but 

♦ Adye, 101. 
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it is apprehended that tlds is the utmost extent to which 
a court would be authorized to go.* 

The prcfper time to object to the competency of a wit- 
ness, is when he is called, and before being sworn, but 
objections to his competency never come too iate, but 
may be made in any stage of the case. Still, a party 
who is cognizant of the interest of a witness at the time 
he is called, is bound to make his objection in the iSrst 
instance ; he must make, it as soon as the interest is dis- 
covered and he has an opportunity of doing it ; other- 
wise he will be considered as having waived the objec- 
tion. 

The strict and regular metJiod of raismg cm objection 
to the competency of a witness, is by examining him on 
the voir dire ; that is, he should be sworn to answer all 
such questions as the court shall demand of him — ^his 
statement on such examination not being evidence in the 
case pending. The examination of the witness in the ^ 
cause may be stopped at any time, in order that he may 
be sworn upon the voir dire and examined as to his 
competency ; yet this formal proceeding is not necessary, 
and if it should appear, while the witness is still under 
examination, that he is incompetent, the objection may 
be taken, and his testimony excluded or stricken from 
the case. 

Where the supposed incompetency arises from defect 
of understanding, as in the instance of lunatics, idiots, 
&c., or from defect of religious principle, as in the case 
of atheists, young children, &c., inasmuch as the very 
ground of incompetency assumes that the proposed wit- 
ness has no perception of the obligation of an oath, it 

* Simmons, 464. 
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follows that the preliminary inquily upon the voir dire 
cannot be upon oatL 

The objection to a witness's competency may be eup^ 
ported^ either by the examination of the witness or by 
independent evidence, and it rests upon the party object- 
ing, to prove the incompetency of the witness. Where 
you resort to the voir dire you are concluded ; and if 
you fail to show incompetency in this mode you cannot 
do it by other evidence of any kind, in the cour* of the 
same trial. So if you inquire of the witness as to his 
interest, on his general oath, this is equivalent to an in- 
quiry upon the voir dire, and equally prevents a resort 
to any other mode. If you have attempted to show in- 
competency by evidence derived from any other source 
than the witness, you shall not afterward put him on his 
voir dire. But where you have failed in your attempt 
by other testimony to show one set of facts upon which 
you rely for incompetency, you may still show his in- 
terest on another set of facts, even on his voir dire. 

When the objection arises from a witness's examina- 
tion on the voir dire, the objection may be removed by 
the statement of the party himself on further examina- 
tion. But where the party calling a witness attempts 
to remove the objection, not by a farther examination 
of the witness, but by other independent proof, he will 
be subject to all the ordinary rules of evidence.* 

Order of Examtnatfon. When a witness has been 
regularly sworn, he is first examined by the party who 
produces him ; after which the other party is at liberty 
to cross-examine ; and then the party who first called 
him may re-examine. This closes the examination of 

* Phillipps, 104. 
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the .witness. The office of the examination in chief is, 
to lay before the court the whole of the infonnation of 
the witness that is reljavant and material ; the office of 
cross-examination is, to search and sift, to correct, and 
supply omissions ; the office of re-examination, to ex- 
plain, to rectify, and put in order 

fizamination In Cliief. On the examination in chief 
of ihe witness, you are bound at your peril to ask all 
material questions in the first instance ; and if you omit 
this, it cannot be done in reply. No new question can 
be put in reply unconnected with the subject of the 
cross-examination, and which does not tend to explain 
it. K a question as to any material fSact has been omit^ 
ted upon the examination in chief, the usual course is 
to suggest the question to the court, which will exercise 
its discretion in putting it to the witness.* ^ 

Leadrng gueet/iona^ that is, such as instruct a witness 
how to answer on material points, are not allowed on 
the examination in chie^ as the witness is supposed to 
be in the interest of that party. A question to a wit- 
ness is leading, which puts into his mouth the words to 
be echoed back, or plainly suggests the answer which 
the party wishes to get from him. Putting it in the 
alternative form, as whether or not a party did a certain 
act, specifying it, does not remove the objection to a 
question being leading, and it is a mistake to suppose 
such only is a leading question, to which yes or no would 
be a conclusive answer. The pernicious influence of 
leading questions is most felt, and most to be feared, 
when the object of an inquiry is to ascertain the details 
of a conversation, admission, or agreement ; and more 

* Starkie, 160. 
20 
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rigor is, in sucli cases, justified in confining the direct 
examination to its appropriate rules. 

Questions wMch are merely introductory, and wluch, 
whether answered in the affirmative or negative, would 
not be conclusive on any of the points in the case, are 
not liable to the objection of leading. Where an omis- 
sion is caused by want of memory, a suggestion may be 
permitted to assist it. 

The general rule is rdaaed^ wherever it clearly ap- 
pears that the witness is hostile, or that a more search- 
ing mode of examining him is necessary to elicit the 
truth. In such cases, the court may deem it right to 
allow the examination in chief to assume something of 
the form of cross-examination — and how far this may be 
by leading questions rests entirely in the discretion of 
the court, t 

It\seems doubtful to what extent leading questions 
may be put in an examination in chief, when the object 
is to prove that another witness, examined on the op- 
posite side, has on some former occasion made a different 
and contradictory statement. The most unexceptiona- 
ble and proper course appears to be, to ask the witness 
who is called to prove a contradictory statement made 
by another witness, what that other witness said relative 
to the transaction in question, or what account he gave, 
and not in the first instance to ask in the leading form, 
whether he said so and so, and used such and such ex- 
pressions.* 

CroM-examination. The power of cross^xamination 
is generally allowed to afford one of the best securities 
against incomplete, garbled, or false evidence ; gpeat lati- 

* 2 Phillipps, 888-895. 
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tnde, therefore, is allowed in the mode of putting ques- 
tiona Leadmg qtiestions are admitted, in which larger 
powers are given to the examining party than in the 
original examination. The form of a cross-examination, 
however, depends in some degree, like that of an examr 
ination in chie^ upon the bias and disposition evinced 
by the witness under interrogation. K he should dis- 
play a zeal against the party cross-examining him, great 
latitude with regard to leading questions may with pro- 
priety be admitted. It has been held that you may 
put a leading question to an unwilling witness on the 
examination in chief, at the discretion of the court, but 
you may always put a leading question in cross-exam- 
ination, whether a witness be unwilling or not. But in 
this latter case, the witness cannot be asked a leading 
question in respect to new matter, the same rules hold- 
ing as on the examination in chief. 

IrrdevaTU questions wiU not be allowed to be put to 
a witness on cross-examination, although they relate to 
fects opened by the other party but not proved in evi- 
dence. Nor can a witness be cross-examined as to any 
fects which, if admitted, would be collateral and wholly 
irrelevant to the matters in issue, for the purpose of 
contradicting him by other evidence, and in this manner 
to discredit his testimony. And if the witness answers 
such an irrelevant question before it is disallowed or 
withdrawn, evidence cannot afterward be adndtted to 
contradict his testimony on the collateral matter. 

Counsel cannot assume that a witness has made a 
statement on his examination in chief, which he has 
not made ; or put a question which assumes a feet not 
in proof 
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Where a witness is called merely to produce a docu- 
ment, which can be proved by another, he is not subject 
to cross-examination. But where the party producing 
the document is sworn, the other side is entitled to 
cross-examine him, although he is not examined in chief 
So where a witness has been asked only one immaterial 
question, and his evidence is stopped, the other party 
has no right to cross-examine him. Where a witness is 
sworn and gives some evidence, if it be merely to prove 
an instrument, he is tor be considered a witness for all 
purposes. 

It is not admissible in cross-examination to represent 
the contents of a letter y and to ask a witness whether he 
wrote such a letter to any person with such contents, or 
contents to the like eflfect, without having first shown 
the witness the letter, and his admitting that he wrote 
such a letter ; a witness may, however, be asked what a 
party to the trial has said as to the contents of a paper, 
without producing it. One or more lines of a letter 
may be shown to a witness, and he may be asked 
whether he wrote such part of a letter; but if the wit- 
ness deny that he wrote ^uch part exhibited, he cannot 
be examined as to the contents of the letter. If a wit- 
ness admits a letter to be of his handwriting, he cannot 
be questioned whether statements, such as may be sug- 
gested, are contained in it ; the whole letter must be 
read in evidence.* 

Re-examination. A re-examination, which is allowed 
only for the purpose of explaining any fiacts which may 
come out in cross-examination, must of course be con- 
fined to the subject matter of the cross-examination. It 

* Simmons, p. 478. 
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is not to extend to any new matter, unconnected with 
the cross-examination, and which might have been in- 
quired into on the examination in chief, but must be 
confined to questions which may be proper to draw out 
an explanation of the sense and.meaning of the expres- 
sions used by the witness on cross-examination, if they 
be in themselves doubtful ; and also of the motive by 
which the witness was induced to use those expressions. 
Memorandam to Rellresli uritneM's ISemorir. A wit- 
ness may refer to an informal memorandum taken down 
by himself, in order to refresh his memory. So he may 
refer to any entry or memorandum he has made shortly 
after the occurrence of the fact to which it relates, al- 
though the entry or memorandum would not of itself be 
evidence. At present, however, the case would seem to 
warrant the statement, that, generally, an original mem- 
orandum made by the witness presently after the facts 
noted in it transpired, and proved by the same witness 
at the trial, may be read by him, and is evidence to the 
court of the facts contained in the memorandum, al- 
though the witness may have totally forgotten such 
facts at the time of the trial* So where a witness tes- 
tifies that he was present at a conversation and mad6 a 
memorandum of it immediately after it took place ; that 
he' had now no recollection of all the particulars, but 
that he had no doubt that the facts stated in the memo- 
randum were true ; and that he should have sworn to 
them from recollection within a short time afterward — 
the memorandum was admitted in evidence, in connec- 
tion with his testimony, to show the particulars of the 
conversation. 

* 2 PhUlipps, p. 918. 
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But a witness cannot refresli his memory by extracts 
from a book, tbougb made by himself; or from a copy 
of a book; for the rule requiring the best evidence 
makes it necessary to produce the original, though used 
only to refresh the memory. Where a witness on look- 
ing at a written paper has his memory so refreshed that 
he can speak to the facts from a recollection of them, 
his testimony is clearly admissible, although the paper 
may not have been written by him. Where the witness 
cannot speak without referring to a book, the book must 
be produced in court If produced the other party has 
a right to see it, and cross-examine from it. If he cross- 
examines to other entries jbhan those referred to by the 
witness, he makes them part of his own evidence.* 

PRIVILEGE OP WITNESS IN REFUSING TO 
ANSWER. 

1. "fVliere tlie Ammweriatg mifflit tobject lilm to a Crtm- 
teal ciiaive» Ac. A witness cannot be compelled to 
answer any question which has a tendency to expose 
him to a penalty, or to any kind of punishment, or to a 
criminal charge. He is exempted by his privilege from 
answering not ouly what will criminate him directly, 
but also what has any tendency to criminate him ; and 
the reason is, because otherwise question might be put 
after question, and though no single question may be 
asked which directly criminates, yet enough might be 
got from him by successive questions whereon to found 
against him a criminal charge. In Burr's trial the rule 
was finally thus stated by Chief Justice Marshall : ** It 
is the province of the court to judge whether any direct 

* Boeooe, p. 170. 
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answer to the question which may be proposed,' will 
furnish evidence ag^tinst the witness. If such answer 
may disclo^ a fact, which forms a necessary and essen- 
tial link in the chain of testimony, which would be suf- 
ficient to convict him of any crime, he is not bound to 
answer it so as to furnish matter for that conviction. 
In such case, the witness must himself judge what his 
answer will be ; and if he say on oath that he cannot 
answer, he cannot be compelled to answer." The privi- 
lege of refusing to answer is the privilege of the witness, 
not of the party. It belongs to the witness on a princi- 
ple of natural justice. The right to refuse to answer in 
such cases is a right of self-defence ; if he has a right to 
defend himself against a criminal charge, he must have 
a fiill right not to expose himself to such a charge by 
giving evidence, and not to be accessory to his own 
ruin. The court, therefore, always feels it to be its 
duty to apprise a witness of his privilege, as soon as a 
question is asked which may place him in danger. 

Whether questions, the answers to which would ex- 
pose the witness to punishment, ought not to be aUowed 
to be puty or whether the witness ought merely to be 
protected from ari&weriiig such questions, does not ap- 
pear to be settled. Upon principle it would seem that 
questions trending to expose the witness to punishment^ 
may be^^, as well as questions tending to degrade his 
character. The ground of objection ill the first case is, 
not that the question has a tendency to degrade him, 
but that advantage may be taken of his answer in some 
future proceeding against him, and the rule that no 
person is bound to accuse himself is urged. This objec- 
tion is however completely removed by permitting the 
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witness not to answer the question, for his silence would 
not in any future proceeding be any admission of guilt. 
The question may then be regarded as one fimply tend- 
ing to degrade the witness, and would* come within the 
rule which appears to be now well established, that it 
may be put^ though the witness is not compellable to 
give an answer, or that if he does give an answer, the 
party examining him must be satisfied with it.* 

A witness may waive hia privilege^ and answer at his 
peril If the witness answers questions on the exami- 
nation in chief, tending to criminate himself, he is bound 
to answer on the cross-examination, though the answer 
may implicate him in a transaction affecting his life. 
So, if the witness begins to answer he must proceed, 
and if he be cautioned that he is not compellable to 
answer a question which may tend to criminate him, 
and chooses to answer it, he is bound to answer all 
questions relative to that transaction. But Phillippsf 
quotes a case in which the majority of the judges thought 
that it made no difference to the right of the witness to 
protection, that he had chosen to answer in part ; being 
of opinion that he was entitled to it at whatever stage 
of the inquiry he chose to claim it. 

From the nature of the right it may be inferred, that 
he will be at liberty to answer, or refose to answer, any 
questions at his discretion ; and that his consenting to 
answer some questions ought not to bar his right to de- 
mur to others. On the other hand, it is only reasona- 
ble that he should not be allowed, by any arbitrary use 
of his privilege, to make a partial statement of tacts to 
the prejudice of either party. 

* Rosooe, VIZ. t 2, 936. 
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An acoamplicej admitted to give evidence against Ids 
associate in guilt, is bound to make a full and fair con- 
fession of .the whole truth as to the offence which is tlie 
subject matter of the prosecution. If he waives the 
privilege, he does so fiilly in relation to that act ; but he 
does not thereby waive his privilege of refusing to re- 
veal other unlawfiil acts, wholly unconnected with the 
act of which he has spoken, even though they may be 
material to the issue. 

.Where a witneap is entitled to dedme omswering a 
question, and does decline, the rule is said to be, that 
this not answering can have no effect with the jury. So 
where a witness demurred to answer a question, on the 
ground that he had been threatened with a prosecution 
respecting the matter, and the counsel in his address re- 
marked upon the refusal, the judge interposed and said, 
that no inference was to be drawn from such a refusal 

2. 'Wliere ABfweiinff may Degrade Wltneai^s Cbaracter. 
The point has frequently been rtdsed and argued, whether 
a witness on cross-examination, is bound to give an an- 
swer to questions put that are not relevant to the mat- 
ters in issue, but the answering of which will have a 
direct tendency to degrade the witness's character, 
though it may not subject him to a criminal prosecu- 
tion. If a witness, for instance, were asked whether he 
had not suffered some infamous punishment, or if any 
other question of the same kind were asked, imputing 
criminality to the witness in some past transaction and 
not relevant to the matters in issue, would he be com- 
pellable to answer ? The doubt only exists where the 
questions put are not relevant to the matter in issue, 
but are merely propounded for the purpose of throwing 



814 MILITABY LAW AISCD COUSIS-HABIIAL. 

light on the witness's character; for if the transactions 
to which the witness is iijiterrogated form any part of 
the issue, he will he obliged to give evidence, however 
strongly it may reflect npon his character. There is no 
fixed rule on this point, but the weight of authority 
seems to be, that questions tending to degrade the char- 
acter of the witness and not relevant to the matter in • 
issue, may be put, but that the witness is not bound to 
answer. K, however, the witness chooses to answer such 
questions, the party who asks them must be bound by 
his answers, and cannot be allowed to falsify them by 
evidence. 

MODES OP IMPEACHING THE CREDIT OF 
WITNESSES. 

The credit of a witness may be impeached^ either 
simply by questions put to him on a cross-examination, 
or by calliQg other witnesses to impeach his credit No 
witness's character for veracity can be impeached except 
by contradictory proof J or by proof affecting his charaO' 
terfor veracity. 

1. Proof of General Cltaraete^ for Terac^tjr. The 
party against whom a witness is called, may examine 
other witnesses as to his general character* To impeach 
the credit of a witness you can only examine to his 
general character, and not to particular facts — ^that is, 
not to particular fiicts which, if true, would impeach his 
character for veracity; and the reason given is, that 
every man may be supposed capable of supporting his 
general character, but it is not likely he should be pre- 
pared to answer to particular facts, without notice; and 
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unless his general character and behavior are in issue, he 
has not notica 

In impeaching the credit of a witness, the interroga- 
tions cannot embrace both his moral and military char- 
acter and standing, as, for instance, " Does the accused 
belong to witness's company, and if so, what character 
does he bear in the company ?" The regular mode of 
examining into the general character of a witness is, by 
inquiring of the witnesses who are called to impeach it, 
whether they have the means of knowing his general 
character for veracity, and whether, with such knowl- 
edge, they would believe him on his oatL In reply, 
the other party may cross-examine the witnesses who 
have given evidence against the general character of his 
witness, as to their means of knowledge and the grounds 
of their opinion ; or may by fresh evidence support his 
own witness's general character for veracity, or may 
attack the character of the impeaching witness. 

2* Proof of Contradictory^ Statements. The credit 
of a witness may be impeached by proof that he has 
made statements out of court on the same subject, con- 
trary to what he swears at the trial, provided he has 
been previously cross-examined as to such alleged state- 
ments; and provided also, that such statements are ma- 
terial to the question in issua This evidence of contra- 
dictory statements is produced for the purpose of ex- 
citing doubt and distrust against his testimony as to the 
particular transaction on which the discrepancy arises^ 
and in some cases, to raise suspicion as to the truth of 
his testimony in general These contradictory state- 
ments may be either verbal or in writing.* 

* 2 PiilUipps' By^ 966-959. 
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> Contradietiiif his own Witness. It is dear that the 
party calling a witness, will not be allowed to give gen- 
eral evidence that he is not to be believed on his oath. 
But a party is not to be sacrificed to his witness ; he is 
not represented by him, nor ought to be identified with 
him, or bound by all- he may say. On the oth«r hand, 
a party ought to be placed under such restriictions as 
may be nec6ssary for preventing unfair or dishonest 
practice. If a party, not acting himself a dishonest 
part, is deceived by his witness, is he to be restrained 
from laying the true state of the case before the court ? 
Further, if a witness, whether from mistake, ignorance, 
or design, gives evidence unfavorable to the party who 
calls him, is the party to be restrained from calling other 
witnesses to prove facts diflferent from those which he 
has represented ? The rule m, that where a witness is 
called, and makes statements contrary to those which 
are expected from him, the party calling him may prove 
the facts in question by other witnesses ; for such facts 
are evidence in the case, and the other witness is not 
called directly to discredit the first, but the impeach- 
ment of his credit is incidental and consequential only. 
Where a witness is contradicted by the party caUing 
him, as to certain facts, it is not necessary that the re- 
mainder of his evidence should be repudiated, because 
a party cannot prove his own witness to be of such a 
general bad character as would render him unworthy 
of credit. 

As to Belief. A witness can depose to such £eu^ 
only as are within his own knowledge, but even in giv- 
ing evidence in chief, there is no rule which requires a 
witness to depose to facts with an expression of certainty 
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that excludes all doubt in hib mind. It is tlie constant 
practice to receive in evidence a witness's belief of the 
identity of a person, or of the fact of a certain writing 
being the handwriting of a particular individual, though 
the witness will not aver positively to these facts. A 
witness must not swear to impressions simply; that is 
descending to a test too vague. It should be persuasion 
or belief founded on facts within his owfl knowledge. 
The testimony of a witness tTuxt Tie thought the plaintiff 
told him so and so — was very confident he said so, but 
would not swear that he did — ^is a statement of the 
strength of the recollection of a fact by the witness, and 
]a admissible evidence.* 

As to opinioii. Although, in general, a witness can- 
not be asked what his opinion upon a particular ques- 
tion is, since he is called for the speaking as to facte 
only, yet where matter of sMU and judgment is involved, 
a person competent to give an opinion may be asked 
what that opinion is. On a question of mental capacity 
the opinion of an intimate acquaintance, not a medical 
m%n, is competent when connected with facts and cir- 
cumstances within his knowledge, and disclosed by him 
in his testimony as the foundation of his opinion. It is 
not, in general, competent for witnesses to state opinions 
or conclusions from facts, whether such facts are known 
to them or derived from the testimony of others. The 
exceptions to the rule are confined to questions of 
science, trade, and a few others of the same nature. 
Witnesses conversant in a particular trade .may be 
allowed to speak to a prevailing practice in that trade, 
and scientific persons may give their opinion on matters 

* Boaooe, Criin. Br., 179. 
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of science, and medical men may be aaked whether, in 
their judgment such and such appearances are symptoms 
of insanity or other disease, Ac* 

The opmions of cm esxpert are evidence, but neither 
conclusive nor exclusive proof Every person of judi- 
cial training knows that the opinions of medical or dther 
scientific or practical experts often differ, and that they 
sometimes er? in a body as if by some epidemic contar 
gion. There is a judicial case involving scientific in- 
quiry, in the printed record of which are the answers" 
of twenty-three experts to the same question ; twenty- 
two of them give decision one way, and a single one of 
them' gives a reverse decision ; and in the conclusion, it 
was proved, beyond all controversy, that he alone was 
right and that all the others erred. In general, the 
opinions of an expert are of more or less weight and 
value, according to the person's constitution of nund^ 
and the degree of completeness of the collection of per- 
tinent facts on which his mind act8.f 

Every question is admissible of a military man^ 
where it is founded on local knowledge or circumstances 
which are not within the reach of all the members of 
the court, as where he gives his opinion as to the exact 
execution of a certain plan of operations, this opinion 
being based on facts within his actual knowledge. But 
where it is merely a question of military science, to 
affect the officer who is undergoing his trial, it is obvi- 
ous that the court is met for no other purpose but to try 
that ; and that they have before them the facts in evi- 
dence, on which they are* to groimd their conclusions. 

* Roaooe, Crim. Bv^ 179, 180. 

f Attomey-Goneral Cushing's Opinion, May 17th, 1855. 
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In concluBion, it may be remarked that in weighing 
the conflicting testimony of witnesses, it ought not to 
excite surprise that witnesses of .fair reputation should 
differ in minute points in the relation of facta An 
exact accordance in the narration of minute pai:ticulars 
would rather create suspicion, and tend to evince previ- 
ous contrivance and conspiracy. The non-agreement of 
witnesses, therefore, on points which are nbt of a promi- 
nent and striking nature, in many cases, may be no im- 
peachment of their general credibility, and ought to be 
carefully distinguished from wilfol and corrupt mis- 
representations.* 

* Siiiimons, 481. 
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No. 1. 

Form of Order appolntlny a Oeneral CourtFlSarttal. 

Thb last paragraph omitted when the court can be kept up 
with thirteen members. 

Was DEPABTiOBirr, 

Aixjutant-Qenxral's OFnoB, WAsmNQTOK, M. leth, 18G-. 

Spboial Obdxbs, ) 
No. f 

A general court-martial is herehj appointed to meet art West 

Point, New York, on the 5th day of March, proximo, or as soon 

thereafter as practicable, for the trial of , and 

such other prisoners as maj be brought before it 

Detail far the Court : 

1. . 8. 

2. 9. 



8. 10. 

4. 11. 

6. 12. 

6. — 13. 

7. Judge Advocate. 

No other officers than those named can be assembled with- 
out manifest injury to the service. 

By order of the Secretary of War, 

L. T., Adjvicmt-Oenerdl. 
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No. 2. 

Form of Order appointing a Garrison or Regimental 
Court-martial. 

Head-Quabtebs, 
West Poorr, N. Y., Ma/rck \^ 186-. 
Ordebs, ) 
No. ] 

A garrison court-martial will convene at this post to-morrow 

morning, at 10 o'clock, for the trial of y and such 

other prisoners as may be brought before it 

DetaUfor the Cowrt : 



3. By order of Col. B. 

E. 0. B., AdjuUMfd. 



No. 3. 



Form of Order appointing a Court off Inquiry, 

Wab Depabtmekt, 

AdJUTAKT-GeNEBAL'S OpPIOB, WASHIKaTON, y 186-. 

Special Obdebs, ) 
No. S 

By direction of the President of the United States (or, at the 

instance of Major \ a court of inquiry is hereby appointed 

to meet at on , or as soon thereafter as practicable, to 

investigate the facts and circumstances connected with, &c., 
and also give their opinion upon the facts which may be de- 
veloped. 

Detail for the Court : 



1. 



Judge Advocate. 

By order of the Secretary of War, 

' L. T., AdjutanirOefk^al, 
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No. 4. 

Form of Order appolntlny a Board for retiring Disabled 

Offieers. « 



Special Obdxbs, ) 



War 1$epabtment, 

ASJUTANT-GEZrERAL'S OFFIOB, WAfiHINGTON, , 186^ 



No. 

L By direction of the President, a board of officers will 
assemble in this city at 12 k. on the 28th instant, or as soon 
thereafter as practicable, to examine into and determine the 
facts in relation to the nature and occasion of the disability of 
such officers disabled to perform military service as may be 
brought before it. * 

The board will be guided in its action by such sections of 
the act of Congress approved August 3, 1861, providing for it, 
as may be applicable to the subject. 

Detail for the Board: 
1. 



3. 
4. 
5. 



-, will act as recorder of the board. 
By order. 



L. T., Adjutant-Generaln 



Ko. 5. 

Mode of recording tfeie Proceedings of a Court-Martial. 

Proceedings of a general court-martial, which convened at 
West Point, New York, by viVtue of the following Special 
Order. 

{Here insert a copy of the order.) 
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West Point, N. T., March 6tt, 18©-. 
10 A. M. The court met pursuant to the foregoing order. 

Present. 
1. Lieut-Col. G. B. E., Ordnance Department. 

3. Major C. 0. A., 13th Regiment of Infantry. 
8. Captain K. G., 5th Eegiment of Cavalry. 

4. Captain D. D. P., 4th Eegiment of Artillery. 

5. Captain J. G. P., Topog. Engineers. 

&c. &c. 

Captain H. E. M., 10th Eegiment of Infantry, Judge Advo- 
cate. 

Aheent. 
Captain A. B. C, Ist Eegiment of Artillery. . 
Captain 8. B., Assistant Adjutant-General. 

The Judge Advocate read a communication from Captain C, 
stating the cause of his absence, &c. ; the letter is appended 
and marked . 

" The cause of Captain B.'s absence not known." 

The court then proceeded to the trial of Lieutenant X. Y., 

Eegiment of Infi^ntry, who was called before the court, and 

having heard the order appointing the court read, was asked, 
if he had any objection to any member named in the order. 

The accused objected to Captain , and stated his cause 

of challenge as follows : 

(Here insert the statement.) 

Captain* remarked that, &c. 

The court was cleared, the challenged member retiring, and 
after due deliberation the doors were opened, the accused and 
challenged party present, and the decision of the court was 
announced by the judge advocate, " That the challenge is sus- 
tained as sufficient, and that Captain is excused from 

serving as a member of the court." 

The accused having no objections to any of the other mem- 
bers, the court and the judge advocate were then, in his pres- 
ence, duly sworn according to law. 
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The accused applied to the conrt to be permitted to introduce 
M. N., Esq., as his connsel, which application was granted, and 
he appeared as counsel for the accused.* 

The accused. Lieutenant X. T., Eegiment of Infantry, 

was arraigned on the following charge and specification. 

Ohaege. — Drv/nJcermeas on duty. 

* JS^pecifioation. — In this, that he, Lieutenant X. Y., of the 

Eegiment of Infantry, was drunk whilst on duty at company 
driU. All this at on or about the 10th day of Janu- 
ary, 186-. 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded as 
follows : 

To the speeificaiian — " Not guilty." 

To the OHABGB— "Ifot guaty."t 

Captain O. P., 5th Artillery, a witness for the prosecution, 
was duly sworn. 

Question by judge advocate. 

Answer. 

Question by judge advocate. 

Answer. 

Question by defence. 

Answer. 

Question by defence. 

Answer. 

Question by judge advocate. 

Answer. 

Question by the court. 

Answer, &c. 

The prosecution here closed. 

Lieutenant E. S., 7th Infantry, a witness for the defence, was 
duly sworn. 

Question by defence. 

Answer. 

* Application for delay or postponement of trial must now be made, 
f AH persons present in court, who have been summoned as witnesses, are now 
directed to withdraw and remain in wailing until called for. 
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Question bj jndge advocate. 

Answer. 

Question by defence. 

Answer. 

Question by tiie court. 

Answer, &c. 

The accused having no fnrtiier testimony to offer, requested 
until to-morrow to prepare his final defence. The court grant- 
ed his request, and adjourjied to meet again at 10 o'clock a. m., 
to-morrow, the 6th inst. 

West Point, N. T^ Mdrc!^ 6ft, 186-. 

10 A. M. The court met pursuant to adjournment. Present, 
same members as yesterday, the judge advocate, and the ac- 
cused and his coimsel. 

The proceedings of yesterday having been read by the judge 
advocate, the accused, Lieutenant X. Y., presented the' written 

address (appended and marked )y which was read by his 

counsel in his defence. 

The judge advocate submitted the case to the court without 
remark.* 

The court was then cleared for deliberation, and having ma- 
turely considered the evidence adduced, find the accused, Lieu- 
tenant X. T., of the Regiment of Lifantry, as follows : 

Of the specification — " Guilty." 

Of the oHABGi^— "Guilty." 

And the court do, therefore, sentence him. Lieutenant X. Y., 
of the Regiment of Lifantry, to he cashiered. 

G. D. R., 

H. E. M., LieutenanlrCoUmel of Ordnance^ 

Captain 10th Infantry^ President. 

Jvdge Adt}ocate. 



* Should the Judge adyocate intend to replji he here notifies the oourt, and maj 
ask for requisite time for preparation. 
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There being no further business before them the court ad- 
journed ^ine die. 

G. D. R, 
H. E. M., Zieutenant-colond of Ordnance, 

Captain 10th Infamiflry, Presidefnl. 

Jvdge Advocate. 



No. 6. 

Form of Ctoneral Girder conllnniiiy or df fiapproTlng the 
Proceedings of a General Court-martiaL 

War Department, 

AsjuTAinvGENERAL's Offzcb, Washinqton, MotO^ 30iA, 18^. 

General Orders, ) 
No. \ 

L At the general court-martial which convened at West 

Point, N. T., pursuant to ".Special Orders," No. — , of , 

186-, from the War Department, and of which Lieutenant- 
Colonel G. D. E., Ordnance Department, is president, was 

arraigned and tried, Lieutenant X. T., of the Kegiment 

of Lifantry, on the following charge and specification : 

Ghabge. — Drunkenness on duty. 

Specification. — ^In this, that he, Lieutenant X. Y., of the 

Eegiment of Lifantry, was drunk whilst on duty at company 

drill. All this , on or about the 10th day of January, 

•186-. 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded as 
follows : 

To the specification — " Not guilty." 

To the OHAEGB— " Not guilty." 

PINDINQS OF THE OOUET. 

The court, after having maturely considered the evidence 

adduced, find the accused, Lieutenant X. T., Eegiment of 

Lifantry, as follows : 
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Of the specifiocaiof^—'' Guilty," 
Of the CHARGB— " Guilty." 

BENTBNOK. 

And the court do, therefore, sentence him, Lieutenant X. T., 

— Regiment of Infantry, ^'(obe cashiered.^^ 

n. In conformity with the 65th of the rules and articles of 

war, the proceedings of the foregoing court-martial have been 

transmitted to the Secretary of War, and by him laid before 

the President, by whom they have been confirmed. 

in.« Lieutenant X. T., accordingly, ceases to be an officer 
of the army from this date. 

IV. The general court-martial of which Lieutenant-Colonel 
G. D. R. is president, is dissolved. 

By order of the Secretary of War, 

L. T., 
AdffUani-OeneruL 



No. 7. 

Form of Judge Advoeate'i Certlll<»te« 

I certify that Major A. B. C, 5th Infantry, has, from the 5£h 
to the 10th February, 186-, both days inclusive, been in attend- 
ance as member of a general court-martial which convened at 
Fort Monroe, Va., February 5th, 186-, by virtue of " Special 
Orders," No. — , from the War Department, Adjutant-GeneraVfl 

Office, Washington, ^ 186-. 

D. E. F., 
Lieatenimt and Judge Advooate. 
FoBT MoNEOB, Ya., February lO^A, 186-. 
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No. 8. 

Fonm of Charges and Speclflcatlou imder dlflRerent 
Articles of l¥ar. 

All charges are headed as follows : » 

OHABGES ANDSPEOmOATIONS PBEFE£BED AGAIKBT : 



Charge. — Violaiian of the seventh article of war. 

Specification. — ^In this: That he, Private D , 6f com- 
pany G Mounted Eiflemen, did begin, or cause, a mutiny in 
company G Mounted Kifiemen, and in the execution or fur- 
therance of which, he, the said D , did resist the lawful 

authority of his superior, Sergeant W , of company G 

Mounted Riflemen, and did, with a revolving pistol, then and 

there shoot and kill the said Sergeant W , who, being in the 

execution of his office, was endeavoring to quell the disorderly 

conduct of the said D and other soldiers : This at the camp 

of said company at the ^, Texas, on or about the thirtieth 

day of June, in the ye^r one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
five. 

Chaboe. — Violation of the ninth curtide of wa/r. 

Specification. — ^In this : That he, W. H., an enlisted soldier 
in the service of the United States, acting corporal of company 
D 2d Infantry United States army, did offer violence against 
Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel C , captain 3d Eegiment of In- 
fantry United States army, while in the execution of his office, 
by discharging at him, the said Brevet lieutenant-Colonel 

, a loaded musket, thereby causing his death. This on 

the road from San Diego, California, to Camp Yuma, Cali- 
fornia, on or about the 6th day of June, 186-. 

Chaboe. — Disobedience of Orders. 

Specification. — ^In this : That he. First Lieutenant A. B., 1st 
Eegiment of Infantry, United States army, having received or- 
ders from the Commanding General of the army, in New York, 
on the February, 185-, to proceed on the March, 
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1 85-, to join his company, did disobey said orders ; and did, 
without leave and in disobedience of said orders, remain absent 
jfrom his company, and from duty, till on or about the — July, 
185-. 

Charge. — Desertion. 

Specification. — ^In tbis : That he, J. C, an enlisted soldier 
in the service of the United States, private of company D, 2d 
Infantry, United States army, did desert the said service from 

, on or about the 31st day of May, 185-, and did 

remain absent from said service until delivered up as a prisoner 
at the , on or about the 16th day of June, 185-. 

Charge. — Misapplication and embezzlement ofpvblic money 
intrusted to him. 

f^ecification. — ^In that he. Captain D. E. F at 

on , did then and there take, convert to his use, misapply 

and embezzle a large sum, that is to say, twenty thousand 
seven hundred and one dollars and two cents ($20,701.02), 
public money of the United States, intrusted to him for the 
service of the department. 

Charge. — Breach of arrest. 

Specification. — ^In this: that Major G. H , after being 

placed in arrest by General B., in Special Orders, dated Sep- 
tember 1st, 1861, did leave his confinement before he was set 
at liberty by his commanding officer or by a superior officer, 
by going beyond the limits assigned to him by orders, dated 
September Ist, 1861, and signed by General B., commanding, 

/fee. This at or near , on or about the 3d September, 

1861. 

Charge. — Conduct unbecoming an officer wnd a genUeman. 

Specification. — ^In this : that he, A. B , ^id positively 

deny, to one or more commissioned officers, that he had played 
at cards with private C, or any other enlisted man of the com- 
mand, which denial was false. This at Camp , on or about 

the , 1862. 
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Under the 99th article of war, " all crimes not capital, and 
all disorder^ and neglects, to the prejudice of good order and 
rmUtary disciplinej*^ must be taken cognizance of by courts- 
martial. Therefore any crime, disorder, or neglect, not speci- 
fied in some one of the other articles, must be charged under 
this general article, the 99th, thus : 

" Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 
pline." 

" Neglect of duty, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline." 

" Insubordinate conduct, to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline." 

" Tyrannical conduct, to the prejudice of good order and mil- 
itary discipline." 

" Disorders and neglects, to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline," &c., &c., &c. 

Chakge. — Insubordinate condicctj to the pr^vdice of good 
order and military discipline. 

Specification 3c?. — In that he, the said , having received 

from the War Department, in a letter dated January 16, 185-, 
instructions in regard to breaches of discipline, with orders to 
publish said instructions to the Department^of Texas, he, the 

said , did, at San Antonio, Texas, on the 8th of February, 

185-, in contempt of the obedience and submission due to the 
said decision of the President, accompany the publication to 
the troops under his command, with a commentary on the in- 
structions designed to contradict and refute them, and denounc- 
ing them as a " poison," and appealing from the order of the 
President, to the troops under his command. 
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extr!a.c!ts feom the constitution of the 
united states, and its amendments. 

AB-rioLB I. Section 8. The Congress shall Jiave power 

11. To declare war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, and 
make rules concerning captures on land and water ; 

12. To raise and support armies, but no appropriation of 
money to that use shall be for a longer term than two years ; 

14. To make rules for the government and regulation ot the 
land and naval forces ; 

15. To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the 
laws of the Union, suppress insurrections and repel invasions ; 

16. To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining, the 
militia, and for governing such part of them as may be em- 
ployed in the service of the United States, * * * ; 

17. To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever, 
* * * over all places purchased by the consent of the legisla- 
ture of the state in which the same shall be, for the erection of 
forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful build- 
ings; * * *. 

Section 9. ^ 

2. The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be 
suspended, unless when in cases of rebellion or invasion the 
public safety may require it. • 

ABTroLB n. Section 2. 

1. The President shall be the Commander in Chief of the 
army and navy of the United States, and of the militia of the 
several states, when called into the actual service of the United 
States ; * * *, and he shall have power to grant reprieves and 
pardons for offences against the United States, except in cases 
of impeachment. 

Section 3. 

1. Treason against the United States, shall consist only of 
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levying war against them, or in adhering to their enemies, giv- 
ing them aid and comfort. No person shall be convicted of 
Treason, unless on the testimony of two witnesses to the same 
overt act, or on confession in open court. 



AMENDMENTS. 

Abtiole n. A well regulated militia, being necessary to the 
security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms, shall not be infringed. 

Aet. nL No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered 
in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in time of 
war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 

AsT. V. ' No person shall be held to answer for a capital, 
or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indict- 
ment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of 
war or public danger ; nor shall any person be subject for the 
same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb ; nor 
shall he be compelled in any criminal case to be a witness 
against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law ; * * * , 

Art. YI. In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall 
enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the qrime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascer- 
tained by law, and toJ[)e informed of the nature and cause of 
the accusation; to Ve confronted with the witnesses against 
him; to have compulsory .process for obtaining witnesses in his 
favor, and to have assistance of counsel for his defence. 

AjBT. VLLL Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 
excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments 
inflicted. 
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AETICLES OF WAS. 

AS ACT FOB E8TABLI8HINO BULES AND ABTIGLES FOB THE GOVEBN- 
HENT OF THE ABHIES OF THE UNITED STATES.* 

Section 1. JBe it enactedy hy tjis Senate and House of Rep- 
resentativea of the United States o/Americaj in Congress assemr 
hledy That, from and after the passing of this act, the following 
shall be the riUes and articles by which the armies of the 
United States shall be governed : 

Aeticle 1. Every officer now in the army of the United 
States shall, in six months from the passing of this act, and 
every officer who shall hereafter be appointed shall, before he 
enters on the duties of his office, subscribe these rules and reg- 
ulations. 

Abt. 2. It is earnestly recommended to all officers and sol- 
diers diligently to attend divine service ; and all officers who 
shall behave indecently or irreverently at any place of divine 
worship shall, if commissioiyd officers, be brought before a 
general court-martial, there to be publicly and severely repri- 
manded by the president ; if non-commissioned officers or sol- 
diers, every person so offending shall, for his first offence, forfeit 
one-sixth of a dollar, to be deducted out of his next pay ; for 
the second offence, he shall not only forfeit a like sum, but be 
confined twenty-four hours ; and for every like offence, shall 
suffer and pay in like manner ; which mtoey, so forfeited, shall 
be applied, by the captain or senior officer of the troop or com- 
pany, to the use of the sick soldiers of the company or troop to 
which the offender belongs. 

Abt. 3. Any non-commissioned officer or soldier who shall 
use any profane oath or execration, shall incur the penalties 
expressed in the foregoing article ; and a commissioned officer 

* These rules and articles, with the exceptions indicated hy the notes, annexed 
to articles 20, 65, 65, 87, and section 2, remain unaltered, and in force at present 
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shall forfeit and pay, for each and every such offence, one dol- 
lar, to be applied as in the preceding article. 

Abt. 4. Every chaplain commissioned in the army or armies 
of the United States, who shall absent himself from the duties 
assigned him (excepting in cases of sickness or leave of absence), 
shall, on conviction thereof before a court-martial, be fined not 
exceeding one month's pay, besides the loss of his pay during 
his absence ; or be discharged, as the said court-martial shall . 
judge proper. 

Art. 5. Any officer or soldier who shall use contemptuous 
or disrespectful words against the President of the United 
States, against the Vice-President thereof, against the Congress 
of the United States, or against the Chief Magistrate or Legis- 
lature of any of the United States, in which he may be quar- 
tered, if a commissioned officer, shall be cashiered, or otherwise 
. punished, as a court-martial shall direct; if a non-commissioned 
officer or soldier, he shall suffer such punishment as shall be 
inflicted on hihi by the sentence of a court-martial. 

Art. 6. Any officer or soldier who shall behave himself with 
contempt or disrespect toward his commanding officer, shall be 
punished, according to the nature of his offence, by the judg- 
ment of a court-martial. 

Art. 7. Any officer or soldier who shall begin, excite, cause, 
or join in, any mutiny or sedition, in any troop or company in 
the service of the United States, or in any party, post, detach- 
ment, or guard, shall suffer death, or such other punishment as 
by a court-martial shall be inflicted. 

Art. 8. Any officer, non-commissioned officer, or soldier, 
who, being present at any mutiny or sedition, does not use his 
utmost endeavor to suppress the same, or, coming to the knowl- 
edge of any intended nautiny, does not, without delay, give 
information thereof to his commanding officer, shall be pun- 
ished by the sentence of a court-martial with death, or other- 
wise, according to the nature of his offence. 

Art. 9. Any officer or soldier who shall strike his superior 
officer, or draw or lift up any weapon, or offer any violence 



838 APPENDIX. 

against him, being in the execution of his office, on any pre- 
tence whatsoever, or shall disobey any lawful command of his 
superior officer, shall suffer death, or such other punishment as 
shall, according to the nature of his offence, be inflicted upon 
him by the sentence of a court-martial. 

Aet. 10. Every non-commissioned officer or soldier, who 
shall enlist himself in the service of the United States, shall, at 
the time of his so enlisting, or within six days afterward, have 
the articles for the government of the armies of the United 
States read to him, and shall, by tlie officer who enlisted him, 
or by the commanding officer of the troop or company into 
which he was enlisted, be taken before the next justice of the 
peace, or chief magistrate of any city or town corporate, not 
being an officer of the army, or where recourse cannot be had 
to the civil magistrate, before the judge advocate, and in his 
presence shall take the following oath or affirmation : ^^ I, A. 
B., do solemnly swear or affirm (as the case may be), that I 
will bear true allegiance to the United States of America, and 
that I will serve them honestly and faithfully against all their 
enemies or opposers whatsoever; and observe and obey the 
orders of the President of the United States, and the orders of 
the officers appointed over me, according to the rules and arti 
cles for the government of the armies of the United States." 
Which justice, magistrate, or judge advocate is to give to the 
officer a certificate, signifying that the man enlisted did take 
the said oath or affirmation. 

Akt. 11. After a non-commissioned officer or soldier shall 
have been duly enlisted and sworn, he shall not be dismissed 
the service without a discharge in writing ; and no discharge 
granted to him shall be sufficient which is not signed by a field 
officer of the regiment to * which he belongs, or commanding 
officer, where no field officer of the regiment is present ; and 
no discharge shall be given to a non-commissioned officer or 
soldier before his term of service has expired, but by order of 
the President, the Secretary of War, the commanding officer of 
a department, or the sentence of a general court-martial ; nor 
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shall a commissioned officer be discharged the service but by 
order of the President of the United States, or by sentence of a 
general court-martial. 

Art. 12. Every colonel, or other officer commanding a regi- 
ment, troop, or company, and actually quartered with it, may 
give furloughs to non-commissioned officers or soldiers, in such 
numbers, and for so long a time, as he shall judge to be most 
consistent -with the good of the service; and a captain, or 
other inferior officer, commanding a troop (tr company, or in 
any garrison, fort, or barrack of the United States (his field offi- 
cer being absent), may give furloughs to non-commissioned 
officersior soldiers, for a time not exceeding twenty days in six 
months, but not to more than two persons to be absent at the 
same time, excepting some extraordinary occasion should re- 
quire it. 

Art. 13. At every muster, the commanding officer of each 
regiment, troop, or company, there present, shall give to the 
commissary of musters, or other officer who musters the said 
regiment, troop, or company, certificates signed by himself, 
signifying how long such officers, as shall not appear at the 
said muster, have been absent, and the reason of their absence. 
In like manner, the commanding officer of every troop or com- 
pany shall give certificates, signifying the reasons of the ab- 
sence of the non-commissioned officers and private soldiers; 
which reasons and time of absence shall be inserted in the mus- 
ter-rolls, opposite the names of the respective absent officers 
and soldiers. The certificates shall, together with the muster- 
rolls, be remitted by the commissary of musters, or other offi- 
cer mustering, to the Department of War, as speedily as the 
distance of the place will admit. 

Art. 14. Every officer who shall be convicted before a gen- 
eral court-martial of having signed a false certificate relating 
to the absence of either officer or private soldier, or relative to 
his or their pay, shall be cashiered. 

Art. 15. Every officer who shall knowingly make a false 
muster of man or horse, and every officer or commissary of 
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musters who shall willingly sign, direct, or allow the signing 
of muster-rolls, wherein such false muster is contained, shall, 
upon proof made thereof, by two witnesses, before a general 
court-martial, be cashiered, and shall be thereby utterly disa- 
bled to have or hold any oflSce or employment in the service of 
the United States. 

Abt. 16. Any commissary of musters, or other officer, who 
shall be convicted of having taken money, or other thing, by 
way of gratification, on mustering any regiment, troop, or com- 
pany, or on signing muster-rolls, shall be displaced from his 
office, and shall be thereby utterly disabled to have or hold 
any office or employment in the service of the United States. 

Abt. 17. Any officer who shall presume to muster a person 
as a soldier who is not a soldier, shall be deemed guilty of hav- 
ing made a false muster, and shall suffisr accordingly. 

Abt. 18. Every officer who shall knowingly make a false 
return to the Department of War, or to any of his superior 
officers, authorized to call for such returns, of the state of the 
regiment, troop, or company, or garrison, under his command ; 
or of the arms, ammunition, clothing, or other stores thereunto 
belonging, shall, on conviction thereof before a court-martial, 
be cashiered. 

Art. 19. The commanding officer of every regiment, troop, 
or independent company, or garrison, of the United States, 
shall, in the beginning of every month, remit, through the 
proper channels, to the Department of War, an exact return of 
the regiment, troop, independent company, or garrison, under 
his command, specifying the names of the officers then absent 
from their posts, with the reasons for and the time of their ab- 
sence. And any officer who shall be convicted of having, 
through neglect or design, omitted sending such returns, shall 
be punished, according to the nature of his crime, by the judg- 
ment of a general court-martial. 

Aet. 20. All officers and soldiers who have received pay, or 
have been duly enlisted in the service of the United States, 
and shall be convicted of having deserted the same, shall suffer 
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death, or such other punishment as^ by sentence of a court- 
martial, shall be inflicted.* 

Art. 21. Any npn-commissioned officer or soldier who shall, 
without leave from his comraanding officer, absent himself from 
his troop, company, or detachment, shall, upon being convicted 
thereof, be punished according to the nature of his offence, at 
the discretion of a court-martial. 

Art. 22. No non-commissioned officer or soldier shall enlist 
himself in any other regiment, troop, or company, without a 
regular discharge from the regiment, troop, or company in 
which he last served, on the penalty of being reputed a desert- 
er, and suffering accordingly. And in case any officer shall 
knowingly receive and entertain such non-commissioned officer 
-or soldier, or shall not, after his being discovered to be a de- 
serter, immediately confine him, and give notice thereof to the 
corps in which he last served, the said officer shall, by a court- 
martial, be cashiered. 

Art. 23. Any officer or soldier who shall be convicted of 
having advised or persuaded any other officer or soldier to de- 
sert the service of the United States, shall suffw death, or such 
other punishment as shall be inflicted upon him by the sen- 
tence of a court-martial. 

Art. 24. No officer or soldier shall use any reproachful or 
provoking speeches or gestures to another, upon pain, if an 
officer, of being, put in arrest ; if a soldier, confined, and of 
asking pardon of the party offended, in the presence of his com- 
manding officer. 

Art. 25. No officer or soldier shall send a challenge to an- 
other officer or soldier, to fight a duel, or accept a challenge if 
sent, upon pain, if a commissioned officer, of being cashiered ; 
if a non-commissioned officer or soldier, of suffering corporeal 
punishment, at the discretion of a court-martial. 

Art. 26. If any commissioned or non-commissioned officer 
commanding a guard shall knowingly or willingly suffer any 
person whatsoever to go forth to fight a duel, he shall be pun- 

* Modified by act of 29th Msj, 1830, and see act of August 6th, 1861, sea 2. 
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islied as a challenger; and all seconds, promoters, and carriers 
of challenges, in order to duels, shall be deemed principals, and 
be punished accordingly. And it shall be the duty of every 
officer commanding an army, regiment, company, post, or de- 
tachment, who is knowing to a challenge being given or ac- 
cepted by any officer, non-commissioned officer, or soldier, un- 
der his command, or has reason to believe the same to be the 
case, immediately to aiTCst and bring to trial such offenders. 

Abt. 27. All officers, of what condition soever, have power 
to part and quell all quarrels, frays, and disorders, though the 
persons concerned should belong to another regiment, troop, or 
company ; and either to order officers into arrest, or non-com- 
missioned officers or soldiers into confinement, until their proper 
superior officers shall be acquainted therewith ; and whosoever 
shall refuse to obey such officer (though of an inferior rank), or 
shall draw his sword upon him, shall be punished at the discre- 
tion of a general court-martial. 

Art. 28. Any officer or soldier who shall upbraid another 
for refusing a challenge, shall himself be punished as a chal- 
lenger; and all officers and soldiers are hereby discharged 
from any disgrace or opinion of disadvantage which might 
arise from their having refused to accept of challenges, as they 
will only have acted in obedience to the laws, and done their 
duty as good soldiers who subject themselves to discipline. 

Abt. 29. No sutler shall be permitted to sell any kind of 
liquors or victuals, or to keep their houses or shops open for the 
entertainment of soldiers, after' nine at night, or before the beat- 
ing of the reveille, or upon Sundays, during divine service or 
sermon, on the penalty of being dismissed from all future sut- 
ling. 

Art. 30. All officers commanding in the field, forts, barracks, 
or garrisons of the United States, are hereby Inquired to see 
that the persons permitted to suttle shall supply the soldiers 
with good and wholesome provisions, or other articles, at a 
reasonable price, as they shall be answerable for their neglect. 

Abt. 31. No officer commanding in any of the garrisons, 
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forts, or barracks of the United States, shall exact exorbitant 
prices for houses or stalls, let out to sutlers, or connive at the 
like exactions in others; nor ]>j his own authority, and for his 
private advantage, lay any duty or imposition upon, or be in- 
terested in, the sale of any victuals, liquors, or other necessaries 
of life brought into the garrison, fort, or barracks, for the use 
of the soldiers, on the penalty of being discharged from the 
service. 

Akt. 32. Every officer commanding in quarters, garrisons, 
or on tlie march, shall keep good order, and, to the utmost of his 
power, redress all abuses or disorders which may be committed 
by any officer or soldier under his command ; if, upon complaint 
made to him of officers or soldiers beating or otherwise ill-treat- 
ing any person, or disturbing fairs or markets, or of commit- 
ting any kind of riots, to the disquieting of the citizens of the 
United States, he, the said commander, who shall refuse or 
omit to Bee justice done to the offender or offenders, and repa- 
ration made to the party or parties injured, as far as part of the 
offender's pay shall enable him or them, shall, upon proof 
thereof, be cashiered, or otherwise punished, as a general court- 
martial shall direct. 

Abt. 33. When any commissioned officer or soldier shall be 
accused of a capital crime, or of having used violence, or com- 
mitted#any offence against the person or property of any citizen 
of any of the United States, such as is punishable by the known 
laws of the land, the commanding officer and officers of every 
regiment, troop, or company, to which the person or persons so 
accused shall belong, are hereby required, upon application 
duly made by, or in behalf of the party or parties injured, to 
use their utmost endeavors to deliver over such accused person 
or persons to the civil magistrate, and likewise to be aiding and 
assisting to the officers of justice in apprehending and securing 
the person or persons so accused, in order to bring him or them 
to trial. If any commanding officer or officers shall wilfully 
neglect, or shall refuse, upon the application aforesaid, to de- 
liver over such accused person or persons to the civil magis* 
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trates, or to be aiding and assisting to the officers of justice in 
apprehending such person or persons, the officer or officers so 
oflFending shall be cashiered. 

Aet. 34. If any officer shall think himself wronged by his 
colonel, or the commanding officer of tlie regiiuent,. and shall, 
upon due application being made to him, be refused redress, he 
may complain to the general commanding in the state or terri- 
tory where such regiment shall be stationed, in order to obtain 
justice ; who is hereby required to examine into said complaint, 
and take proper measures for redressing the wrong complained 
of, and transmit, as soon as possible, to the Department of War, 
a true state of such complaint, with the proceedings had thereon. 

Art. 36. If any inferior officer or soldier shall think himself 
wronged by his captain, or other officer, he is to complain 
thereof to the commanding officer of the regiment, who is 
hereby required to summon a regimental court-martial, for the 
doing justice to the complainant; from which regimental court- 
martial either party may, if lie thinks himself still aggrieved, 
appeal to a general court-martial. But if, upon a second hear- 
ing, the appeal shall appear vexatious and groundless, the per- 
son so appealing shall be punished at the discretion of the said 
court-martial. 

Art. 36. Any commissioned officer, store-keeper, or commis- 
sary, who shall be convicted at a general court-martial of hav- 
ing sold, without a proper order for that purpose, embezzled, 
misapplied, or wilfully, or through neglect, suflfered any of the 
provisions, forage, arms, clothing, ammunition, or other mili- 
tary stores belonging to the United States, to be spoiled or 
damaged, shall, at his own expense, make good the loss or 
damage, and shall, moreover, forfeit all his pay, and be dis- 
missed from the service. 

Art. 37. Any non-commissioned officer or soldier who shall 
be convicted at a regimental court-martial of having sold, or 
designedly, or through neglect, wasted the ammunition deliv- 
ered out to him, to be employed in the service of the United 
States, shall be punished at the discretion of such court. 
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Art. 38. Every non-commissioned oflBicer or soldier who 
shall be convicted before a court-martial of having sold, lost, 
or spoiled, through neglect, his horse, arms, clothes, or accou- 
trements, shall undergo such weekly stoppages (not exceeding 
the half of his pay), as such court-martial shall judge sufficient, 
for repairing the loss or damage ; and shall suffer confinement, 
or such other corporeal punishment as his crime shall deserve. 

Art. 39. Every officer who shall be convicted before a court- 
martial of having embezzled or misapplied any money with 
which he may have been intrusted, for the payment of the men 
under his command, or for enlisting men into the service, or 
for other purposes, if a commissioned officer, shall be cashiered, 
and compelled to refund the money; if a non-commissioned 
officer, shall be reduced to the ranks, be put under stoppages 
until the. money be made good, and suffer such corporeal pun- 
ishment as such court-martial shall direct. 

Art. 40. Every captain of a troop or company is charged 
with the arms, accoutrements, ammunition, clothing, or other 
warlike stores belonging to ilie troop or company under his 
command, which he is to be accountable for to his colonel in 
case of their being lost, spoiled, or damaged, not by unavoid- 
able accidents, or on actual service. 

Art. 41. All non-commissioned officers and soldiers who 
shall be found one mile from the camp without leave, in writ- 
ing, from their commanding officer, shall suffer such pimish- 
ment as shall be infficted upon them by the sentence of a court- 
martial. 

Art. 42. No officer or soldier shall lie out of his quarters, 
garrison, or camp without leave from his superior officer, upon 
penalty of being punished according to the nature of his offence, 
by the sentence of a court-martial. 

Akt. 43. Every non-commissioned officer and soldier shall 
retire to his quarters or tent at the beating of the retreat ; in 
default of which he shall be punished according to the nature 
of his offence. 

Art. 44. No officer, non-commissioned officer, or soldier 
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shall fail in repairing, at the time fixed, to the place of parade, 
of exercise, or other rendezvous appointed by his commanding 
officer, if not prevented by sickness or some other evident ne- 
cessity, or shall go froDfi the said place of rendezvous without 
leave from his commanding officer, before he shall be regularly 
dismissed or relieved, on the penalty of being punished, accord- 
ing to the nature of his oflTence, by the sentence of a court-mar- 
tial. 

Abt. 45. Any commissioned officer who shall be found 
drunk on his guard, party, or other duty, shall be cashiered. 
Any non-commissioned officer or soldier so offending shall suffer 
such corporeal punishment as shall be inflicted by the sentence 
of a court-martial. 

Abt. 46. Any sentinel who shall be found sleeping upon his 
post, or shall leave it before he shall be regularly relieved, shall 
suffer death, or such other punishment as shall be inflicted by 
the sentence of a court-martial. 

Abt. 47. No soldier belonging to any regiment, troop, or 
company shall hire another to do his duty for him, or be ex- 
cused from duty but in cases of sickness, disability, or leave of 
; absence ; and every such soldier found guilty of hiring his 
duty, as also the party so hired to do another's duty, shall be 
punished at the discretion of a regimental court-martial. 

Aifr. ^8. And every non-commissioned officer conniving at 
such hiring of duty aforesaid, shall be reduced ; and every 
commissioned officer knowing and allowing such ill practices 
in the service, shall be punished by the judgment of a general 
court-martial. 

Abt. 49. Any officer belonging to the service of the United 
States, who, by discharging of fire-arms, drawing of swords, 
beating of drums, or by any other means whatsoever, shall 
occasion false alarms in camp, garrison, or quarters, shall suffer 
death,) or such other punishment as shall be ordered by the 
sentence of a general court-martial. 

Abt. 50. Any officer or soldier who shall, without urgent 
necessity, or without the leave of his superior officer, quit his 
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goard, platoon, or diviBion, shall be panished, according to the 
nature of his offence, by the sentence of a court-martial. 

Abt. 51. No officer or soldier shall do violence to any person 
who brings provisions or other necessaries to the camp, gani- 
Bon, or quarters of the forces of the United States, employed in 
any parts out of the said States, upon pain of death, or such 
other punishment as a court-martial shall direct. 

Abt. 52. Any officer or soldier who shall misbehave himself 
before the enemy, run away, or shamefully abandon any fort, 
post, or guard which he or they may be commanded to defend, 
or speak words inducing others to do the like, or shall cast 
away his arms and ammunition, or who shall quit his post or 
colors to plunder and pillage, every such offender, being duly 
convicted thereof, shall suffer death, or such other punishment 
as shall be ordered by the sentence of a general court-martial. 
' Abt. 53. Any person belonging to the armies of the United 
States who shall make known the watchword to any person 
who is not entitled to receive it according to the rules and dis- 
cipline of war, or shall presume to give a parole or watchword 
different from what he received, shall suffer death, or such other 
pimishmcnt as shall be ordered by the sentence of a general 
court-martial. 

Abt. 5'k. All officers and soldiers are to behave themselves 
orderly in quarters and on their march; and whoever shall 
commit any waste or spoil, either in walks of trees, parks, war- 
rens, fish-ponds, houses, or gardens, corn-fields, enclosures of 
meadows, or shall maliciously destroy any property whatsoever 
belonging to the inhabitants of the United States, unless by 
order of the then commander-in-chief of the armies of the said 
States shall (besides such penalties as they are liable to by law), 
be punished according to the nature and degree of the offence, 
by the judgment of a regimental or general court-martial. 

Abt. 55. Whosoever, belonging to the armies of the United 
States in foreign parts, shall force a safeguard, shall suffer 
death.* 

* Modified by act of Februaiy 13th. 1862, sec. 5. 
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Abt. 56. Whosoever shall relieve the enemy with money, vic- 
tuals, or ammunition, or shall knowingly harbor or protect an 
enemy, shall suffer death* or such other punishment as shall be 
ordered by the sentence of a court-martial. 

Aet. 57. Whosoever shall be convicted of holding corre- 
spondence with, or giving intelligence to, the enemy, either 
directly or indirectly, shall suffer death, or such other punish- 
ment as shall be ordered by the sentence of a court-martial. 
. Aet. 58. All public stores taken in the enemy's camp, towns, 
forts, or magazines, whether of artillery, ammunition, clothing, 
forage, or provisions, shall be secured for the service of the 
United States ; for the neglect of which the commanding offi- 
cer is to be answerable. 

Art. 59. If any commander of any garrison, fortress, or post 
shall be compelled, by the officers and soldiers under his com- 
mand, to give up to the enemy, or to abandon it, the commis- 
sioned officers, non-commissioned officers, or soldiers who shall 
be convicted of having so offended, shall suffer death, or such 
other punishment as shall be inflicted upon them by the sen- 
tence of a court-martial. 

Abt. 60. All sutlers and retainers to the camp, and all per- 
sons whatsoever, serving with the armies of the United States 
in the field, though not enlisted soldiers, are to be subject to 
orders, according to the rules and discipline of war.. 

Aet. 61. Officers having brevets or commissions of a prior 
date to those of the regiment in which they serve, may take 
place in courts-martial and on detachments, when composed of 
different corps, according to the ranks given them in their 
brevets or dates of their former commissions ; but in the regi- 
ment, troop, or company to which such officers belong, they 
shall do duty and take rank both in courts-martial and on de- 
tachments which shall be composed of their own corps, accord- 
ing to the commissions by which they are mustered in the said 
corps. ' 

Abt. 62. If, upon marches, guards, or in quarters, different 
corps of the army shall happen to join, or do duty together, 
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^tie officer highest in rank of the line of the army, marine corps, 
or militia, by commission, there on duty or in qnarters, shall 
command the whole, and give orders for what is needful to the 
service, unless otherwise specially directed by the President of 
the United States, according to the nature of the case. 

Aet. 63. The functions of the engineers being generally con- 
fined to the most elevated branch of military science, they are 
not to assume, nor are they subject to be ordered on any duty 
beyond the line of their immediate profession, except by the 
special order of the President of the United States ; but tliey 
are to receive every mark of respect to which their rank in the 
army may entitle them respectively, and are liable to be trans- 
ferred, at the discretion of the President, from one corps to an- 
other, regard being paid to rank. 

Aet. 64. General courts-martial may consist of any number 
of commissioned officers, from five to thirteen, inclusively ; but 
they shall not consist of less than thirteen where that number 
can be convened without manifest injury to the service. 

Art. 65.* Any general officer commanding an army, or col- 
onel commanding a separate department, may appoint general 
courts-martial whenever necessary. But no sentence of a court- 
martial shall be carried into execution until after the whole 
proceedings shall have been laid before the officer ordering the 
same, or the officer commanding the troops for the time being ; 
neither shall any sentence of a general court-martial, in time 
of peace, extending to the loss of life, or the dismission of 
a commissioned officer, or which shall, either in time of peace 
or war, respect a general officer, be carried into execution, until 
after the whole proceedings shall have been transmitted to the 
Secretary of War, to be laid before the President of the United 
States for his confirmation or disapproval, and orders in the 
case. All other sentences may be confirmed and executed by 
the officer ordering the court to assemble, or the commanding 
officer for the time being, as the case may be. 

Art. 66. Every officer commanding a regiment or corps may 
* Modified hj act of 29th May, 1830, and December 24th, 1861. 



350 APPENDIX. 

appoint, for his own regiment or corps, courts-martial, to con- 
sist of three commissioned officers, for the trial and punishment 
of offences not capital, and decide upon their sentences. For 
the same purpose, all officers commanding any of the garrisons, 
forts, barracks, or other places where the troops consist of dif- 
ferent corps, may assemble courts-martial, to consist of three 
commissioned officers, and decide upon their sentences. 

Aet. 67. No garrison or regimental court-martial shall have 
the power to try capital cases or commissioned officers ; neither 
shall they inflict a fine exceeding one month's pay, nor imprison 
nor put to hard labor, any non-commissioned officer or soldier 
for a longer time than one month. 

Art. 68. Whenever it may be found convenient and neces- 
sary to the public service, the officers of the marines shall be 
associated with the officers of the land forces, for the purpose 
of holding courts-martial, and trying offenders belonging to 
either ; and, in such cases, the orders of the senior officer of 
either corps, who may be present and duly authorized shall be 
received and obeyed. 

AltT. 69. The judge advocate, or some person deputed by him, 
or by the general, or officer commanding the army, detachment, 
or garrison, shall prosecute in the name of the United States, 
but shall so far consider himself as counsel for the prisoner, 
after the said prisoner shall have made his plea, as to object to 
any leading question to any of the witnesses, or any question 
to the prisoner, the answer to which might tend to criminate 
himself; and administer to each member of the court, before 
they proceed upon any trial, the following oath, which shall 
also be taken by all members of the regimental and garrison 
courts-martial : 

" You, A. B., do swear that you will well and truly try and 
determine, according to evidence, the matter now before you, 
between the United States of America and the prisoner to be 
tried, and that you will duly administer justice, according to 
the provisions of ' An Act establishing Eules and Articles for 
the government of the armies of the United States,' without 



' ARTICLES OF WAR. 351 

partiality, favor, or affection ; and if any doubt should arise, 
not explained by said articles, according to your conscience, 
the best of your understanding, and the custom of war in like 
cases ; and you do further swear, that you will not divulge the 
sentence of the court until it shall be published by the proper 
authority; neither will you disclose or discover the vote or 
opinion of any particular member of the court-martial, unless 
^required to give evidence thereof, as a witness, by a court of 
justice, in a due course of law. So help you Grod." 

And as soon as the said oath shall have been administered to 
the respective members, the president of the court shall admin- 
ister to the judge-advocate, or person officiating as such, an 
oath in the following words : 

" You, A. B., do swear, that you will not disclose or discover 
the vote or opinion of any particular member of the court-mar- 
tial, unless required to give evidence thereof, as a witness, by a 
court of justice, in due course of law ; nor divulge the sentence 
of the court to any but the proper authority, until it shall be 
duly disclosed by the same. So help you God." 

Art. 70. When a prisoner, arraigned before a general court- 
martial, shall, from obstinacy and deliberate design, stand 
mute, or answer foreign to the purpose, the court may proceed 
to trial and judgment as if the prisoner had regularly pleaded 
not guilty. 

Art. 71. When a member shall be challenged by a prisoner, 
he must state his cause of challenge, of which the court shall, 
after due deliberation, determine the relevancy or validity, and 
decide accordingly ; and no challenge to more than one mem- 
ber at a time shall be received by the court. 

Art. 72. All the members of a court-martial are to behave 
with decency and calnmess ; and in giving their votes are to 
begin with the youngest in commission. 

Art. 73. All persons who give evidence before a court-mar- 
tial are to be examined on oath or affirmation, in the following 
form: 

" You swear, or affirm (as the case may be), the evidence 
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Tou shall give in the cSiise now in hearing shall be the truth^ 
the whole truth, and nothing bnt the truth. So help you 
God." 

Aet. 74. On the trials of cases not capital, before courts- 
martial, the deposition of witnesses, not in the line or staff of 
the army, may be taken before some justice of the peace, and 
read in evidence; provided the prosecutor and person ac- 
cused are present at the taking the same, or are duly notified 
thereof. 

Art. 75. No officer shall be tried but by a general court- 
martial, nor by officers of an inferior rank, if it can be avoided. 
Nor shall any proceedings of trials be carried on, excepting 
between the hours of eight in the morning and three in the 
afternoon, excepting in cases which, in the opinion of the 
officer appointing the court-martial, require immediate ex- 
ample. 

Aet. 76. No person whatsoever shall use any menacing 
words, signs, or gestures, in presence of a court-martial, or 
shall cause any disorder or riot, or disturb their proceedings, 
on the penalty of being punished at the discretion of tlie said 
court-martial. 

Abt. 77. Whenever any officer shall be charged with a 
crime, he shall be arrested and confined in his barracks, quar- 
ters, or tent, and deprived of liis sword by the commanding offi- 
cer. And any officer who shall leave his confinement before 
he shall be set at liberty by his commanding officer, or by a 
superior officer, shall bo cashiered. 

Aet. 78. Non-commissioned officers and soldiers, charged 
with crimes, shall be confined until ti'ied by a court-martial, or 
released by proper authority. 

Aet. 79. No officer or soldier who shall be put in arrest shall 
continue in confinement more than eight days, or until such 
time as a court-martial can be assembled. 

Aet. 80. No officer conmianding a guard, or provost-mar- 

, shal, shall refuse to receive or keep any prisoner committed to 

his charge by an officer belonging to the forces of the United 



ARTICLES OF WAR, 863 

States ; provided the officer committing shall, at the same time, 
deliver an account in writing, signed by himself, of the crime 
with which the said prisoner is charged. 

Art. 81. No officer commanding a guard, or provost-mar- 
shal, shall presfime to release any person committed to his 
charge without proper authority for so doing, nor shall he suf- 
fer any person to escape, on the penalty of being punished for 
it by the sentence of a court-martial. 

Art. 82. Every officer or provost-marshal, to whose charge 
prisoners shall be committed, shall, within twenty-four hours 
after such commitment, or as soon as he shall be relieved from 
his guard, make report in writing, to the commanding officer, 
of their names, their crimes, and the names of the officers who 
committed them, on the penalty of being punished for disobe- 
dience or neglect, at the discretion of a court-martial. 

Art. 83. Any commissioned officer convicted before a gen- 
eral court-martial of conduct unbecoming an officer and a gen- 
tleman, shall be dismissed the service. 

Art. 84. In cases where a court-martial may think it proper 
to sentence a commissioned officer to be suspended from com- 
mand, they shall have power also to suspend his pay and emol- 
uments for the same time, according to the nature and heinous- 
ness of the oflTence. 

Art. 85. In all cases where a commissioned officer is cash- 
iered for cowardice or fraud, it shall be added in the sentence, 
that the crime, name, and place of abode, and punishment of 
the delinquent, be published in the newspapers in and about 
the camp, and of the particular state from which the offender 
came, or where he usually resides; after which it shall be 
deemed scandalous for an officer to associate with him. 
. Art. 86. The commanding officer of any post or detachment, 
in which there shall not be a number of officers adequate to 
form a general court-martial, shall, in cases which require the 
cognizance of such a court, report to the commanding officer of 
the department, who shall order a court to be assembled at the 
nearest post or department, and the party accused, with neces- 
23 
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Bary witnesses, to be transported to the place where the said 
court shall be assembled. 

Art. 87.* No person shall be sentenced to suflTer death but 
by the concurrence of two-thirds of the members of a general 
court-martial, nor except in the cases herein expressly men- 
tioned ; nor shall more than ffty lashes he inflicted en any 
offender^ at the discretion of a court-^nartial ; and no officer, 
non-commissioned officer, soldier, or follower of the army, shall 
be tried a second time for the same offence. 

Art. 88. No person shall be liable to be tried and punished 
by a general court-martial for any offence which shall appear 
to have been committed more than two years before the issuing 
of the order for such trial, unless the person, by reason of hav- 
ing absented himself, or some other manifest impediment, shall 
not have been amenable to justice within that period. 

Art. 89. Every officer authorized to order a general court- 
martial shall have power to pardon or mitigate any punishment 
ordered by such court, except the sentence of death, or of cash- 
iering an officer ; which, in the cases where he has authority 
(by article 65), to carry them into execution, he may suspend, 
until the pleasure of the President of the United States can be 
known ; which suspension, togetlier with copies of the proceed- 
ings of the court-martial, the said officer shall immediately 
transmit to the President for his determination. And the 
colonel or commanding officer of the regiment or garrison 
where any regimental or garrison court-martial shall be held, 
may pardon or mitigate any punishment ordered by such court 
to be inflicted. 

Art. 90. Every judge advocate, or person officiating as such, 
at any general court-martial, shall transmit, with as much ex- 
pedition as the opportunity of time and distance of place can 
admit, the original proceedings and sentence of such court- 

* So much of these rules and articles as authorizes the infliction of corporeal 
pamahment by stripes or lashes, was specially repealed by act of 16th May, 1812. 
By act of 2d March, 1 833, the repealing act was repealed, so far as it applied to the 
crime of desertion, which, of course, revived the punishment by lashes for that 
ofTenca Hcpcaled by act of August 6th, 1861, sec 3. 
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martial to the secretary of war ; which said original proceed- 
ings and sentence shall be carefully kept and preserved in the 
office of said secretary, to the end that the persons entitled 
thereto may be enabled, npon application to the said office, to 
obtain copies thereof. 

The party tried by any general conrt-martial shall, upon de- 
mand thereof, made by himself, or by any person or persons in 
his behalf, be entitled to a copy of the sentence and proceed- 
ings of such court-martial. 

Abt. 91. In cases where the general, or commanding officer 
may order a court of inquiry to examine into the nature of any 
transaction, accusation, or imputation against any officer or 
soldier, the said court shall consist of one or more officers, not 
exceeding three, and a judge advocate, or other suitable person, 
as a recorder, to reduce the proceedings and evidence to writ- 
ing ; all of whom shall be sworn to the faithful performance of 
their duty. This court shall have the same power to summon 
witnesses as a court-martial, and to examine them on oath. 
But they shall not give their opinion on the merits of the case, 
excepting they shall be tliereto specially required. The parties 
accused shall also be permitted to cross-examine and interrogate 
the witnesses, so as to investigate fully the circumstances in the 
question. 

Abt. 92. The proceedings of a court of inquiry must be 
authenticated by the signature of the recorder and the presi- 
dent, and delivered to the commanding officer, and the said 
proceedings may be admitted as evidence by a court-martial, 
in cases not capital, or extending to the dismission of an officer, 
provided that the circumstances are such that oral testimony 
cannot be obtained. But as courts of inquiry may be pervert- 
ed to dishonorable purposes, and may be considered as engines 
of destruction to military merit, in the hands of weak and envi- 
ous commandants, they are hereby prohibited, unless directed by 
the President of the United States, or demanded by the accused. 

Akt. 93. The judge advocate or recorder shall administer to 
the members the following oath : 
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' " You shall well and tnily examine and inquire, according 
to your evidence, into the matter now before you, without par- 
tiality, favor, affection, prejudice, or hope of reward- So help 
you God." 

After which the president shall administer to the judge ad- 
vocate or recorder the following oath : 

" You, A. B., do swear that you will, according to your best 
abilities, accurately and impartially record the proceedings of 
the court, and the evidence to be given in the case in hearing. 
So help you God." 

The witnesses shall take the same oath as witnesses sworn 
before a court-martial. 

Aet. 94. When any commissioned officer shall die or be 
killed in the service of the United States, the major of the regi- 
ment, or the officer doing the 'major's duty in his absence, or 
in any post or garrison, the second officer in command, or the 
assistant military agent, shall immediately secure all his effects 
or equipage, then in camp or quarters, and shall make an in- 
ventory thereof, and forthwith transmit the same to the office 
of the Department of War, to the end that his executors or ad- 
ministrators may receive the same. 

Aet. 95. When any non-commissioned officer or soldier shall 
die, or be killed in the service of the United States, the then 
commanding officer of the troop or company shall, in the pres- 
ence of two other commissioned officers, take an account of 
what effects he died possessed of, above his arms and accoutre- 
ments, and transmit the same to the office of the Department 
of War, which said effects are to be accounted for, and paid to 
the representatives of such deceased non-commissioned officer 
or soldier. And in case any of the officers, so authorized to 
take care of the effects of decejuaed officers and soldiers, should, 
before they have accounted to their representatives for the 
same, have occasion to leave the regiment or post, by prefer- 
ment or otherwise, they shall, before they be permitted to quit 
the same, deposit in the hands of the commanding officer, or 
of the assistant military agent, all the effects of such deceased 
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non-commissioned officers and soldiers, in order that the same 
may be secured for, and paid to, their respective representatives. 

Abt. 96. All officers, conductors, gunners, matrosses, drivers, 
or other persons whatsoever, receiving pay or hire in the serv- 
ice of the artillery, or corps of engineers of the United States, 
shall be governed by the aforesaid rules and articles, and 
shall be subject to be tried by courts-martial, in like manner 
with the officers and soldiers of the other troops in the service 
of the United States. 

Abt. 97. The officers and soldiers of any troops, whether 
militia or others, being mustered and in pay of the United 
States, shall, at all times and in all places, when joined, or act- 
ing in conjunction with the regular forces of the United States, 
be governed by these rules and articles of war, and shall be 
subject to be tried by courts-martial, in like manner with the 
officers and soldiers in the regular forces ; save only that such 
courts-martial shall be composed entirely of militia officers. 

Art. 98. All officers serving by commission from the author- 
ity of any particular state, shall, on all detachments, courts- 
martial, or other duty, wherein they*may be employed in con- 
junction with the regular forces of the United States, take rank 
next after all officers of the like grade in said regular forces, 
notwithstanding the commissions of such militia or state offi- 
cers may be elder than the commissions of the officers of the 
regular forces of the United States. 

Art. 99. All crimes not capital, and all disorders and neg- 
lects which officers and soldiers may be guilty of, to the pre- 
judice of good order and military discipline, though not men- 
tioned in the foregoing articles of war, are to be taken cogni; 
zance of by a general or regimental court-martial, according to 
the nature and degree of the offence, and be punished at their 
discretion. 

Abt. 100. The President of the United States shall have 
power to prescribe the uniform of the army. 

Art. 101. The foregoing articles are to be read and published, 
once in every six months, to every garrison, regiment, troop, 
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or company, mustered, or to be mustered, in the service of the 
United States, and are to be duly observed and obeyed by all 
oflBicers and soldiers who are, or shall be, in said service. 

Sec. 2. And be it furiK^ enacted^ That in time of war, all 
persons not citizens of, or owing allegiance to, the United States 
of America, who shall be found lurking as spies in or about 
the fortifications or encampments of* the armies of the United 
States, or any of them, shall suffer death, according to the law 
and usage of nations, by sentence of a general court-martial.* 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted^ That the rules and regula- 
tions by which the armies of the United States have heretofore 
been governed, and the resolves of Congress thereunto annexed, 
and respecting the same, shall henceforth be void and of no 
effect, except so far as may relate to any transactions xmder 
them prior to the promulgation of this act, at the several posts 
and garrisons respectively, occupied by any part of the army of 
the United States. [Approved, April 10, 1806.] 
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1. "If any non-commissioned officer, musician, or private 
shall desert the service of the United States, he shall, in addition 
to the penalties mentioned ip the rules and articles of war, be 
liable to serve for and during such a period as shall, with the 
time he may have served previous to his desertion, amount to 
the full term of his enlistment ; and such soldier shall and may 
be tried by a court-martial, and punished, although the term 

*of his enlistment may have elapsed previous to his being appre- 
hended or tried."— J.c^ \Uh March, 1802, sec. 18. 

2. " No officer or soldier in the army of the United States 
shall be subject to the punishment of death for desertion in 
time of peace."— J.c^ 29th May, 1830. 

3. "Whenever a general officer commanding an army, or a 

* Modified by act of February 13th, 1862, section 4th. 
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colonel commanding a separate department, shall be the accuser 
or prosecutor of any officer in the army of the United States 
under his command, the general court-martial for the trial of 
such officer shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States." 

''The proceedings and sentence of the said court shall be 
sent directly to the secretary of war, to be by him laid before 
the President for his confirmation or approval, or orders in 
the case." 

" So much of the sixty-fifth article of the first section of 'An 
act for establishing rules and articles for the government of the 
armies of the United States,' passed on the tenth of April, 
eighteen hundred and six, as is repugnant ]^reto, shall be, and 
the same is hereby repealed." — Act 29^A May^ 1830, sec. 1, 2, 
<md 3. 

4. " That all officers and other persons, charged by this act, or 
any other act, ^th the safe-keeping, transfer, and disbursement 
of the public moneys, other than those connected with the post- 
office department, are hereby required to keep an accurate entry 
of each sum received, and of each payment or transfer ; and 
that if any one of the said officers, or Qf those connected with 
the post-office department, shall convert to his own use, in any 
way whatever, or shall use, by way of investment in any kind 
of property or merchandise, or shall loan, with or without in- 
terest, or shall deposit in any bank, or shall exchange for other 
funds, except as allowed by this act, any portion of the public 
moneys intrusted to him for safe-keeping, disbursement, trans- 
fer, or for any other purpose, every such act shall be deemed 
and adjudged to be an embezzlement of so much of the said 
moneys as shall be thus taken, converted, invested, used, loaned, 
deposited, or exchanged, which is hereby declared to be a fel- 
ony ; and any failure to pay over or to produce the public moneys 
intrusted to such person, shall be held and taken to be primu 
facie evidence of such embezzlement ; and if any officer charged 
with the disbursements of public moneys shall accept, or re- 
ceive, or transmit to the treasury department to be allowed in 
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liifl favor, any receipt or voucher from a creditoB of the United 
States, without having paid to said creditor, in Buch funds as 
the said officer may have received for disbursement, or such 
other funds as he may be authorized by this act to take in ex- 
change, the full amount specified in such receipt or voucher, 
every such act shall be deemed to be a conversion by such officer 
to his own use of the amount specified in such receipt or voucher ; 
and any officer or agent of the United States, and all persons 
advising or participating in such act, being convicted thereof, 
before any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction, 
shall be sentenced to imprisonment for a term of not less than 
six months, nor more than ten years, and to a fine equal to the 
amount of the money embezzled. And, upon the trial of any 
indictment against any person for embezzling public money un- 
der the provisions of this act, it shall be sufficient evidence, for 
the purpose of showing a balance against such person, to pro- 
duce a transcript from the books and proceedings of the treas-, 
ury, as required in civil cases, under the provision of the act, 
entitled, ' An Act to provide more effectually for the Settlement 
of Accounts between the United States and Receivers of Public 
Money,' approved March third, one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-seven ; and the provisions of this act shall be so con- 
strued as to apply to all persons charged with the safe-keeping, 
transfer, or disbursement, of the public money, whether such 
persons be indicted as receivers or depositaries of tlie same ; 
and the refusal of such person, whether in or out of office, to 
pay any draft, order, or warrant, which may be drawn upon 
him by the proper officer of the treasury department, for any 
public money in his hands belonging to the United States, no 
matter in what capacity the same may have been received or 
may be held, or to transfer or disburse any such money promptly, 
upo% the legal requirement of any authorized officer of the . 
United States, shall be deemed and taken, upon the trial of any 
indictment against such person for embezzlement, as prima 
fdoie evidence of such embezzlement." — Act^Augi^t 6thy 1846, 
sec 16. 
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5. " That every officer, non-commissioned officer, or private 
of the militia, who shall fail to obey the orders of the President 
of the United States in any of the cases before recited, shall 
forfeit a sum not exceeding one year's pay, and not less than 
one month's pay, to be determined and adjudged by a court- 
martial ; and such officer shall be liable to be cashiered by a sen- 
tence of court-martial, and be incapacitated from holding a com- 
mission in the militia, for a term not exceeding twelve months, 
at the discretion of the court ; and such non-commissioned of- 
ficer and private shall be liable to imprisonment by a like sen- 
tence, on failure^ of payment of the fines adjudged against them 
for one calendar month, for every twenty-five .dollars of such 
fine." 

"That courts-martial for the trial of militia shall be com- 
posed of militia officers only." 

"That all fines to be assessed as aforesaid shall be certified 
by the presiding officer of the court-martial, and shall be col- 
lected and paid over according to the provisions and in the man- 
ner prescribed by the seventh and eighth sections of the act of 
February twenty-eight, seventeen hundred and ninety -five, to 
which this is an amendment." — Acty July 29thy 1861, sec. 4, 5, 
and 6. 

6. " That any commissioned officer of the army, or of the 
marine corps, who shall have served as such for forty consecu- 
tive years, may, upon his application to the President of the 
United States, be placed upon the list of retired officers, with 
the pay and emoluments allowed by this act." 

"That, if any commissioned officer of the army, or of the 
marine corps, shall have become, or shall hereafter become, in- 
capable of performing the duties of his office, he shall be placed 
upon the retired list and withdrawn from active service and com- 
mand, and from the line of promotion, with the following pay 
and emoluments, * * » . and the next officer in 
rank shall be promoted to the place of the retired officer, ac- 
cording to the established rules of the service. * * * 
That there shall not be on the retired list at any one time more 
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than seven per centum of the whole number of officers of the 
army as fixed by law." 

" That, in order to carry out the provisions of this act, the 
secretary of war, or secretary of the navy, as the case may 
be, under the direction and approval of the President of the 
United States, shall, from time to time, as occasion may require, 
assemble a board of not more than nine nor less than five com- 
missioned officers, two-fifths of whom shall be of the medical 
staff ; the board, except those taken from the medical staff, to 
be composed, as far as may be, of his seniors in rank, to deter- 
mine the facts as to the nature and occasion of the disability 
of such officers as appear disabled to perform such military 
service5 such board-being hereby invested with the powers of a 
court of inquiry and court-martial, and their decision shall be 
subject to like revision as that of such courts by the President 
of the United States. The board, whenever it finds an officer 
incapacitated for active service, will report whether, in its judg- 
ment, the said incapacity result from long and faithful service, 
from wounds or injury received in the line of duty, from sick- 
ness or-exposure therein, or from any other incident of service. 
If so, and the President approve such judgment, the disabled 
officer shall thereupon be placed upon the list of retired offi- 
cers, according to the provisions of this act. K otherwise, and 
if the President concur in opinion with the board, the officer 
shall be retired as above, either with his pay proper alone or 
with his service rations alone, at the discretion of the President, 
or he shall be wholly retired from the service, with one year's 
pay and allowances ; and in this last case his name shall be 
thenceforward omitted from the army register, or navy register, 
as the case may be : Provided alwaya^ That the members of 
the board shall in every case be sworn to an honest and impar- 
tial discharge of their duties, and that no officer of the army 
shall be retired either partially or wholly from the service 
without having had a fair and full hearing before the board, if, 
upon due summons, he shall demand it." 

" That the officers partially retired shall be entitled to wear the 
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uniform of their respective grades, shall continue to be borne 
upon the army register or navy register, as the case may be, 
and shall be subject to the rules and articles of war, and to 
trial by general court-martial for any breach of the said articles." 
— Act^ August 8dy 1861, 8eo. 15, 16, 17, and 18. 

7. "That any commissioned officer of the army, navy, or 
marine corps, who, having tendered his resignation, shall, priur 
to due notice of the acceptance of the same by the proper 
authority, and, without leave, quit his pos^ or proper duties 
with the intent to remain permanently absent therefrom, shall 
be registered as a deserter, and punished as such." 

" That flogging as a punishment in the army is hereby abol- 
ished." — Acty August 5thj 1861, sec. 2 and 8. 

8. " That, in time of war the commander of a division or 
separate brigade may appoint general courts-martial, and con- 
firm, execute, pardon, and mitigate their sentences, as allowed 
and restrained in the sixty-fifth* and eighty-ninth articles of war 
to commanders of armies and departments: Provided^ That 
sentences of such courts, extending to loss of life, or dismission 
of a commissioned officer, shall require the confirmatiou of the 
general commanding the army in the field to which the division 
or brigade belongs: And provided further^ That'when the di- 
vision or brigade commander shall be the accuser or prosecutor, 
the court shall be appointed by the next higher commander." — 
Act^ Decemler 2ith^ 1861. 

9. " That the fifth section of the act of twelfth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-eight, giving sutlers a lien upon the soldiers' 
pay, be, and the same is hereby, repealed : and all regulations 
giving sutlers rights and privileges beyond the Rules and Arti- 
cles of War be, and the same are hereby, abrogated." — Act^ 
December Mthy 1861, sec. 3. 

10. " That the second section of the act of the tenth of April, 
eighteen hundred and six, shall be, and the same is hereby, so 
amended as to read as follows: 

" Sec. 2. And be it further enacted^ That, in time of war or 
rebellion against the supreme authority of the United States, 



864 APPENDIX. 
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all persons who shall be found lurking as spies, or acting as such, 
in or about the fortifications, encampments, posts, quarters, or 
head-quarters of the armies of the United States, or any of them, 
within any part of the United States which has been or may be 
declared to be in a state of insurrection, by proclamation of the 
President of the United States, shall suffer death by sentence 
of a general court-martial." 

" That the fifty-fifth article of the first section of act of tenth 
April, eighteen himdred and six, chapter twenty, be, and the 
same is hereby, so amended as to read as follows : 

^^ Article fifty-fioe, Whoever, belonging to the armies of the 
United States in foreign parts, or at any place within the 
United States, or their Territories, during rebellion against the 
supreme authority of the United States, shall force a safeguard, 
shall suffer death."— u4c^, February 13<A, 1862, Bee. 4 and 5. 

11. "All officers or persons in the military or naval service 
of the United States are prohibited from employing any of the 
forces under their respective commands for the purpose of re- 
turning fugitives from service or labor, who may have escaped 
from any persons to whom such service or labor is claimed i» 
be due, and any officer who shall be found guilty by a court- 
martial of violating this article shall be dismissed from the 
service."— ^c^, March 13^A, 1862. 
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13. — "That hereafter every person elected or appointed to 
any office of honor or profit under the Gk)vemment of the 
United States, either in the civil, military, or naval depart- 
ments of the public service, excepting the President of the 
United States, shall, before entering upon the duties of such 
office, and before being entitled to any of the salary or other 
emoluments thereof, take and subscribe to the' following oath 
or affirmation : ^ I, A. B., do solemnly swear (or affirm) that 
I have never voluntarily borne arms against the United States 
since I have been a citizen thereof; that I have voluntarily 
given no aid, countenance, counsel, or encouragement to per- 
sons engaged in armed hostility thereto ; that I have neither 
sought nor accepted nor attempted to exercise the functions of 
any office whatever under any authority or pretended authority 
in hostility to the United States; that I have not yielded a 
voluntary support to any pretended government, authority, 
power, or constitution within the. United States, hostile or 
inimical thereto. And I do further swear (or affirm) that, to 
the best of my knowledge and ability, I will support and 
defend the Constitution of the United States against all ene- 
mies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith and 
allegiance to the same ; that I take this obligation freely, with- 
out any mental reservation or purpose of evasion ; and that I 
will well and faithfully discharge the duties gf the office on 
which I am about to enter, so help me God ;' which said oath, 
so taken and signed, shall be preserved among the files of the 
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Court, House of Congress, or Department to which the said 
office may appertain. And any person who shall falsely take 
the said oath shall be guilty of perjury, and on conviction, in 
addition to the penalties now prescribed for that offence, shall 
be deprived of his office and rendered incapable forever after 
of holding any office or place under the United States." — Act 
July 2d, 1862. 

13. — "That hereafter no person in the military service of 
the United States, convicted and sentenced by a court-martial, 
shall be punished by confinement in the penitentiary of the 
District of Columbia, unless the offence of which such person 
may be convicted would by some statute of the United States 
or at common law, as the same exists in the said District, sub- 
ject such convict to said punishment." 

" That all such persons in the military service, as aforesaid, 
who have heretofore been, or may hereafter be, convicted and 
sentenced by a court-martial for any offence which, if tried 
before the criminal court of said District, would not subject 
such person to imprisonment in said penitentiary, and who are 
now or may hereafter be confined therein, shall be discharged 
from said imprisonment, upon such terms and conditions of 
ftirther punishment as the President of the United States may, 
in his discretion, impose as a commutation of said sentence." 

" That upon the application of any citizen of the United 
States, supported by his oath, alleging that a person or persons 
in the military service, as aforesaid, are confined in said peni- 
tentiary imder the sentence of a court-martial for any offence 
not punishable by imprisonment in the penitentiary by the 
authority of the criminal court aforesaid, it shall be the diit^- 
of the judge of said court, or, in case of his absence or inabil- 
ity, of one of tlie judges of the circuit court of said District, 
if upon an inspection of the record of proceedings of said 
court-martial, he shall find the facts to be as alleged in said 
application, immediately to issue the writ of habeas corpus to 
bring before him the said convict ; and if, upon an investiga- 
tion of the case, it shall be the opinion of such judge that flie 
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case of such convict is within the provisions of the previous 
sections of this act, he shall order such convict to be confined 
in the common jail of said District, until the decision of the 
President of the United States as to the commutation aforesaid 
• shall be filed in said court, and then such convict shall be dis- 
posed of and suffer such punishment as by said commutation 
of his said sentence may be imposed." 

" That no person convicted upon the decision of a court- 
martial shall be confined in any penitentiary in the United 
States, except under the conditions of this act." — Act July 
16th, 1862, 8ec. 1, 2, 3, and 4. 

14:.^" That from and after the passage of this act any officer 
or agent of the United States who shall receive public money 
which he is not authorized to retain as salary, pay, or emolu- 
ment, shall render his accounts monthly, instead of quarterly, 
as heretofore^ and such accounts, with the vouchers necessary 
to the correct an4 prompt settlement thereof, .shall be rendered 
direct to the proper accounting officer of the Treasury, and be 
mailed or otherwise forwarded to its proper address within ten 
days after the expiration of each successive month. And in case 
of the non-receipt at the Treasury of any accounts within a rea- 
sonable and proper time thereafter, the officer whose accounts 
are in default shall be required to furnish satisfactory evidence 
of having complied with the provisions of this act ; and for 
any default on his part the delinquent officer shall be deemed 
a defaulter, and be subject to all the penalties prescribed by 
the 16th section of the act of August sixth, eighteen hundred 
and forty-six, ' to provide for the better organization of the 
Treasury, and for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and dis- 
bursement of the public revenue :' Provided, That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may, if in his opinion the circumstances 
of the case justify and require it, extend the time hereinbefore 
prescribed for the rendition of accounts : And provided, furtfier. 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to restrain 
the heads of any of the departments from requiring such other 
returns or reports from the officer or agent subject to the con- 



868 APPENDIX 

trol of Buck heads of departments as the public interest may 
require."— J.<?^ July 17th, 1862. 

15. — " That whenever an officer of the army shall employ a 
soldier as his servant he shall, for each and every month during 
which said soldier shall be so employed, deduct from his own 
monthly pay the full amount paid to or expended by the 
government per month on account of said soldier ; and every 
officer of the Bxmj who shall fail to make such deduction shall, 
on conviction thereof before a general court-martial, be cash- 
iered." 

" All chaplains in the United States service shall be subject 
to such rules in relation to leave of absence from duty as are 
prescribed for commissioned officers of the United States Army 
stationed at such posts." 

" That whenever an officer shall be put under arrest, except 
at remote military posts or stations, it shall be thp duty of the 
officer by whos^ orders he is arrested to see that a copy of the 
charges on which he has been arrested and is to be tried shall 
be served upon him within eight days thereafter, and that he 
shall be brought to trial within ten days thereafter, unless the 
necessities of the service prevent such trial; and then he 
shall be brought to trial within thirty days after the expiration 
of the said ten days or the arrest shall cease : Provided, That 
if the copy of the charges be not served upon the arrested 
officer, as herein provided, the arrest shall cease ; but officers 
released from arrest under the provisions of this section may be 
tried whenever the exigencies of the service will permit, within 
twelve months after such release from arrest : And provided^ 
further. That the provisions of this section shall apply to all 
persons now under arrest and awaiting trial," 

"That whenever the name of any officer of the army or ma- . 
rine corps, now in the service, or who may hereafter be in the 
service of the United States, shall have been borne on the army 
register or naval register, as the case may be, forty-five years, 
or he shall be of the age of sixty-two years, it shall be in the 
discretion of the President to retire him from active service 
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and direct his name to be entered on the retired list of officers 
of the grade to which he belonged at the time of such retire- 
ment ; and the President is hereby authorized to assign any 
officer retired nnder this section or the act of August third, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-one, to any appropriate duty; and 
such officer thus assigned shall receive the full pay and emolu- 
ments of his grade while so assigned and employed." 

"That whenever any contractor for subsistence, clothing, 
arms, ammunition, munitions of war, and for every description 
of supplies for the army or navy of the United States, shall be 
found guilty by a court-martial of fraud or wilful neglect of 
duty, he shall be punished by fine, imprisonment, or such other 
punishment as the court-martial shall adjudge ; and any person 
who shall contract to furnish supplies of any kind or descrip- 
tion for the army or navy, shall be deemed and taken as a 
part of the land or naval forces of the United States, for which 
he shall contract to furnish said supplies and be subject to the 
rules and regulations for the government of the land and naval 
forces of the United States." 

"That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, 
authorized and requested to dismiss and discharge from military 
service either in the army, navy, marine corps, or volunteer 
force, in the United States service, any officer for any cause 
which, in his judgment, either renders such officer unsuitable 
for, or whose dismission would promote, the public service." 
Act July 17ih, 1862, sec, 3, 9, 11, 12, 16, and 17. 

16. — " That the President shall appoint, by and with the Hd- 
vice and consent of the Senate, a judge advocate general, with 
the rank, pay, and emoluments of a colonel of cavalry, to whose 
office shall be returned, for revision, the records and proceed- 
ings of all courts-martial and military conmiissions, and where 
a record shall be kept of all proceedings had thereupon. And 
no sentence of death or imprisonment in the penitentiary, shall 
be carried into execution until the same shall have been ap- 
proved by the President." 

" That there may be appointed by the President, by and with 
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the advice and consent of the* Senate, for each army in the 
field, a judge advocate, with the rank, pay, and emolumentB, 
each, of a major of cavahy, ^ho shall perform the duties of 
judge advocate for the army to which they respectively belong^ 
under the direction of the judge advocate general." 

"That hereafter all offenders in the army charged with 
offences now punishable by a r^imental or garrison court-mar. 
tial shall be brought before a field officer of his regiment, who 
shall be detailed for that purpose, and who shall hear and 
determine the offence, and order the punishment that shall be 
inflicted ; and shall also make a record of his proceedings, and 
submit the same to the brigade commander, who, upon the 
approval of the proceedings of such field officer, shall order 
the same to be executed : Provided^ That the punishment in 
such cases be limited to that authorized to be inflicted by a re- 
gimental or garrison court-martial. And provided^ furiher 
That in the event of there being no brigade commander, the 
proceedings as aforesaid shall be submitted for approval to the 
commanding officer of the post." Act July Vlik^ 1862, ^ec. 5, 
6, and 7. 

17. That any person in the land or naval forces of the Uni- 
ted States, or in the militia in actual service of the United 
States, in time of war, who shall make or cause to be made, or 
present or cause to be presented for payment or approval, to or 
by any person or officer in the civil or military service of the 
United States, any claim upon or against the government of the 
United States, or any department or officer thereof, knowing 
such claim to be false, fictitious, or fraudulent ; any person in 
such forces or service who shall, for the purpose of obtaining, 
or aiding in obtaining, the approval or payment of such claim, 
make, use, or cause to be made or used, any false bill, receipt, 
voucher, entry, roll, account, claim, statement, certificate, affi- 
davit, or deposition, knowing the same to contain any false or 
fcaudulent statement or entry ; any person in said forces or 
service who shall make or procure to be made, or knowingly 
advise the making of any false oath to any fact, statement, or 



EXTRACTS FBOH ACTS OF CONGRESS. 371 

certificate, voucher or entry, for the purpose of obtaining, or of 
aiding to obtain, any approval or payment of any claim against 
the United States, or any department or officer thereof; any 
person in said forces or service who, for the purpose of obtain- 
ing or enabling any other person to obtain from the government 
of the United States, or any department or officer thereof, any 
payment or allowance, or the approval or signature of any per- 
son in the military, naval, or civil service of the United States, 
of or to any false, fraudulent, or fictitious claim, shall forge or 
counterfeit, or cause or procure to be forged or counterfeited, 
any signature upon any bill, receipt, voucher, account, claim, 
roll, statement, affidavit, or deposition ; and any person in said 
forces or service who shall utter or use the same as true or 
genuine, knowing the same to have been forged or counter- 
feited ; any person in said forces or service who shall enter into 
any agreement, combination, or conspiracy to cheat or defraud 
the government of the United States, or any department or offi- 
cer thereof, by obtaining, or aiding and assisting to obtain, the 
payment or allowance of any false or fraudulent claim ; any 
person- in said forces or service who shall steal, embezzle, or 
knowingly and wilfully misappropriate or apply to his own use 
or benefit, or who shall wrongfully and knowingly sell, convey, 
or dispose of any ordnance, arms, ammunition, clothing, subsist- 
ence stores, money, or other property of the United States, fiir- 
nished or to be used for the military or naval service of the 
United States ; any contractor, agent, paymaster, quartermas- 
ter, or other person whatsoever in said forces or service having 
charge, possession, custody, or control of any money or other 
public property, used or to be used in the military or naval 
service of the United States, who shall, with intent to de- 
fraud the United States, or wilfully to conceal such money or 
other property, deliver or cause to be delivered to any other 
person having authority to receive the same, any amount of 
such money or other public property less than that for which 
he shall receive certificate or receipt ; any person in said forces 
or service who is or shaU be authorized to make or deliver any 
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certificate, voucher, or receipt, or other paper certifying the re- 
ceipt of arms, ammunition, provision^ clothing, or other pub- 
lic property bo used or to be used, who shall make or deliver 
the same to any person without having full knowledge of the 
truth of the facts stated therein, and with intent to cheat, de- 
fraud, or injure the United States ; any person in said forces or 
service who shall knowingly purchase or receive, in pledge for 
any obligation or indebtedness, from any soldier, officer, or oth- 
er person called into or employed in said forces or service, any 
arms, equipments, ammunition, clothes, or military stores, or 
other public property, such soldier, officer, or other person not 
having the lawful right to pledge or sell the same, shall be 
dcQmed guilty of a criminal offijnce, and shall be subject to the 
rules and regiilations made for the government of the military 
and naval forces of the United States, and of the militia when 
called into and employed in the actual service of the United 
States in time of war, and to the provisiftus of this act. And 
every person so offending may be arrested and held for trial by 
a court-martial, and if found guilty shall be punislied by fine 
and imprisonment, or such other punishment as the court-mar- 
tial may adjudge, save the punishment of death. 

That any person heretofore called or hereafter to be called 
into or employed in such forces or service, who shall commit 
any violation of this act and shall afterwards receive his dis- 
charge, or be dismissed from the service, shall, notwithstanding 
such discharge or dismissal, continue to be liable to be arrested 
and held for trial and sentence by a court-martial, in the same 
manner and to the same extent as if he had not received such 
discharge or been dismissed. — Act March 2^, 1863, *<?(?«. 1 and 2. 

18. That any person drafted and notified to appear as afore-" 
said may, on or before the day fixed for his appearance, furnish 
an acceptable substitute to take his place in the draft, or he 
may pay to such person as the Secretary of War may author- 
ize to receive it, such sum, not exceeding three hundred dollars, 
as the Secretary may determine, for the procuration of such 
substitute, which sum sh^U Jbe fixed at a uniform rate by a 



S2TRA0T8 FBOH ACTS OF 00NOBE8S. 373 

general order made at the time of ordering a draft for any 
State or Territory ; and thereupon each person so funiishing 
the substitute, or paying the money, shall be discharged from 
further liability under that draft. And any person failing to 
report after due service of notice as herein prescribed, without 
furnishing a substitute, or paying the required sum therefor, 
stall be deemed a deserter, and shall be arrested by the pro- 
vost-marshal and sent to the nearest military post for trial by 
court-martial, unless upon proper showing that he is not liable 
to do military duty, tlie board of enrolment shall relieve him 
from the, draft. 

That any surgeon charged with the duty of such inspection 
who shall receive from any person whomsoever any money or 
other valuable thing, or agree, directly or indirectly, to receive 
the same to his own or another's use, for making an imperfect 
inspection or a false or incorrect report, or who shall wilfully 
neglect to make a faithful inspection and true report, shall be 
tried by a court-martial, and, on conviction thereof, be punish- 
ed by fine not exceeding five hundred dollars nor less than two 
hundred, and be imprisoned at the discretion of the court, and 
be cashiered and dismissed from the service. 

That BO much of the fifth section of the act approved seven- 
teenth July, eighteen hundred and sixty two, entitled '' An 
act to amend an act calling forth the militia to execute the laws 
of the Union," and so forth, as requires the approval of the 
President to carry into execution the sentence of a court-mar- 
tial, be and the same is hereby repealed, as far as relates to 
carrying into execution the sentence of any court-martial 
against any person convicted as a spy or deserter, or of mutiny 
or murder ; and hereafter sentences in punishment of these of- 
fences may be carried into execution upon the approval of the 
commanding general in the field. 

That courts-martial shall have power to sentence officers who 
shall absent themselves from their commands without leave, to 
be reduced to the ranks to serve three years or during the 
war. 
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That depositions of witnesses residing beyond the limits of 
the State, Territory, or district in which military courts shall 
be ordered to sit, may be taken in cases not capital by either 
party, and read in evidence ; provided the same shall be taken 
upon reasonable notice to the opposite party, and dnly authen- 
ticated. 

That the judge-advocate shall have power to appoint a re- 
porter, whose duty it shall be to record the proceedings of and 
testimony taken before military courts instead of the judge-ad- 
vocate; and such reporter may take down such proceedings 
and testimony in the first instance in shorthand. The reporter 
shall be sworn or affirmed faithfully to perform his duty before 
entering upon it. 

That the court shall, for reasonable cause, grant a continn- 
ance to either party for such time and as often as shall appear 
to be just : Provided. That if the prisoner be in close confine- 
ment, the trial shall not be delayed for a period longer than 
sixty days. 

That in time of war, insurrection, or rebellion, murder, as- 
sault and battery with an intent to kill, manslaughter, may- 
hem, wounding by shooting or stabbing with an intent to 
commit murder, robbery, arson, burglary, rape, assault and 
battery with an intent to commit rape and larceny, shall be 
punishable by the sentence of a general court-martial or mili- 
tary commission, when committed by persons who are in the 
military service of the United States, and subject to the arti- 
cles of war ; and the punishments for such ofiences shall never 
be less than those inflicted by the laws of the State, Territory, 
or district in which they may have been committed. 

That any officer absent from duty with leave, except for 
sickness or wounds, shall, during his absence, receive half of 
the pay and allowances prescribed by law, and no more; 
and any officer absent without leave shall, in addition to the 
penalties prescribed by law or a court-martial, forfeit all pay or 
allowances during such absence. 

That all persons who, in time of war or of rebellion against 
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the Biipreme anthoritj of the United States, shall be found lurk- 
ing or acting as spies in or about any of the fortifications, posts, 
quarters, or encampments of any of the armies of the United 
States, or elsewhere, shall be triable by a general court-martial 
or military commission, and shall, upon conviction, suffer death. 
—Ad, Ma/roh Zd, 1863, sees. 13, 15, 21, 22, 27, 28, 29, 30, 
31, 38. 

19. That every judge-advocate of a court-martial or court of 
inquiry, hereafter to be constituted, shall have power to issue 
the like process to compel witnesses to appear and testify, 
which courts of criminal jurisdiction within the State, Terri- 
tory, or district where such military courts shall be ordered to 
sit may lawfully issue. — Act March Sd, 1863, sec. 25. 

20. That it shall be the duty of every officer or private of 
the regular or volunteer forces of the United States, or any offi- 
cer, sailor, or marine in the naval service of the United States 
upon the inland waters of the United States, who may take or 
receive any such abandoned property, or cotton, sugar, rice, or 
tobacco, from persons in such insurrectionary districts, or have 
it under his control, to turn the same over to an agent ap- 
pointed as aforesaid, who shall give a receipt therefor ; and in 
case he shall refuse or neglect so to do, he shall be tried by a 
court-martial, and shall be dismissed from the service, or, if 
an officer, reduced to the ranks, or suffer such other punish- 
ment as said court shall order, with the approval of the Presi- 
dent of the United States.— ^c^ March 12th, 1863, sec. 6. 
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Abatement, plea in, may be made by a 
prisoner, 107. 

Absence of members from a oourt-mar- 
tial, 84 ; of the judge advocate, 86. 

Acoomplioes, evidence of, has always 
been admitted, 242 ; testify under an 
implied promise of pardon, 242; in 
what manner and for what purpose 
admitted to testify, 243 ; testimony of, 
ought to receive confirmation, 244; 
when admitted to give evidence, must 
make a full confession, 313. 

Accusations, frivolous and vexatious, 134. 

Accuser, may remain in court under cer- 
tain circumstances, 66; a competent 
witness, 235. 

Acquittal, a former, a valid plea in bar of 
trial, 97 ; what constitutes, 98 ; deter- 
mined by a majority of votes, 128; fol- 
lows where votes are equally divided, 
129; manner in which expressed, 133. 

Actions, injurious, maUce a presumption 
of law from, 282. 

Acts of Congress, extracts from, 358. 

Address of prisoner in defence, 116 , may 
be read by his counsel, 117. 

Adjournment of courts-martial, 82, 84. 

AdmissibiUty of evidence, court must 
decide on, 225. 

Adverse party, when instruments are in 
possession of, 275; notice to, to pro- 
duce instruments, 276, 277. 

Adviser of the ooiut, the judge advocate 
is, 198. 

Affirmative, test as to which party is in 
the, 292. 

Aggregate opinion of a court-martial may 
l^ claimed, 66. 

Alias, a prisoner may be tried under an, 66. 

Alibi, when a prisoner may prove an, 300. 

Amieu8 eurice in courts-martial, 65. 

Answer, in what cases a witness may 
refuse, 310-314. 

Appeal, right of; given to all officers and 
soldiers, 170, 176. 

Appeal from a regimental to a general 



court-martial, 159, 177 ; order of pro- 
ceedings on, 178; when vexatious and 
groundless,, 178. 
Appointment of a judge advocate, 192. 
Armies, persons serving with, sulgect to 

the articles of war, 29. 
Arraignment of a prisoner, form of, 94 
Array, challenges to the, 68. 
Arrest and confinement, 46-51. 
Arrest, breach of, cashiering the penalty 
for, 47 ; officers may be ordered in, by 
inferiors in certain cases, 48, 49 ; a 
former, not a valid plea in bar of trial, 
100; parties before courts of inquiry 
not in, 1^2; parties before retiring 
boards not in, 189. 
Article of war relating to 

Absence without leave, 341, art 21; 

345, arte. 41, 42. 
Allegiance, oath of, 338, art. 10. 
Anmiunition, wasting, 344, art 37. 
Arrest, 352, arte. 77-79. 
Attending divine service, 336, art 2. 
Certificates of absence of officers and 
soldiers, 339, art. 13 ; officers sign- 
ing false, 339, art 14. 
Challenges, 351, art 71. 
Challenge to fight a duel, sending, 
341, arts. 25, 26; upbraiding for 
refusing, 342, art. 28. 
Chaplains, absence of, 337, art 4. 
Citizens, ofiencee^ against, 343, art. 33. 
Compelling a commander to surren- 
der, 348, art 69. 
Conduct unbecoming an officer and 

a gentleman, 353, art. 83. 
Confinement of offenders, 352, 353, 

arts. 11S2. 
Correspondence with the enemy, 348, 

art 57. 
Courts-martial, appointment of, 349, 

arta 65, 66 ; 353, art. 26. 
Courte of inquiry, 356, 356, arts. 91- 

93. 
Cowardice, officers cashiered for, 353, 
art 86. 
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Article of war relating to 

Crimes and offencee not named in 
the articles of war, 367, art. 99. 

Death penalty, 364, art. 87. 

Deposition of witnesses not in the 
army, 362, art. 74. 

Desertion, 340, art 20 ; ddvising or 
persuading to, 341, art 23. 

Discharge of non-commissioned offi- 
cers and soldiers, 338, art 11. 

Disobedience of superior officers, 
338, art. 9. 

Disorderly conduct in presence of 
courts-martial, 362, art 76. 

Disrespect of constituted authorities, 
337, art. 6 ; of commanding offi- 
cers, 337, art 6. 

Drutikenness on duty, 346, art 46. 

Effects of deceased officers and sol- 
diers, 356, arts. 94, 95. 

Embezzlement, 346, ar^ 39. 

Engineers, 349, art. 63. 

False alarms, 346, art 49. 

False certificates of absence, 339, 
art. 14. 

False muster, 339, art 16 ; 340, art. 
17. 

False returns, 340, art. 18. 

Forcing a safeguard, 347, art 56. 

Fraud, officers cashiered for, 363, 
art 85. 

Furloughs, 339, art 12. 

Garrison court-martial, appointment 
of, 360, art. 66; jurisdiction of) 

350, art 67. 

General courts-martial, number of 
members ol^ 349, art 64; i^point- 
ment and sentence of, 349, art. 65. 

Gestures, reproachful or provoking, 
341, art 24. 

Hiring duty^ 346, arts. 47, 48. 

Judge advocate, duties o^ 360, art 
69. 

Jurisdiction of courts-martial, as to 
time, 354, art 88; as to persons, 
367, arts. 96, 97. 

Lashes, punishment by, 364, art. 87. 

Marines, officers o^ in courts-mar- 
tial, 350, art 68. 

Military stores, spoiling or damag- 
ing, 344, art 36. 

MUitia, 357, arts. 97, 98. 

Muster-rolls, 339, 340, arts. 13-17. 

Mutiny or sedition, exciting, 337, 
art 7 ; not aiding to suppress, 337, 
art. 8. 

Oath administered to members of 
regimental and garrison courts- 
martial, 350, art. 69 ; to witnesses, 

351, art 73; to members of courts 
of inquiry, 366, art 93 ; to judge 



Article of war relating to 

advocates, 356, art 93; 371, art 

69. 
Oath of allegiance, 338, art 10. 
Order, preservation of, 343, art 32. 
Orderly conduct in quarters and on 

march, 347, art 64. 
Parade, 346, art 44. 
Pardoning power, 364, art 89. 
Parole or watchword, 347, art 63. 
Prisoners, confinement of, 362, 363, 

arts. 77-82. 
Proceedings of courts-martial, 364, 

art 90. 
Profane sweai^ig, 336, art. 3. 
Publication of articles of war, 367, 

art 101. 
Quelling quarrels, frays, and disor- 
ders, 342, art 27. 
Quitting guard, platoon, or division, 

346, art 60; 347, art 62. 
Rank of officers, 348, arts. 61, 62. 
£e-enlisting wiUiout discharge, 341, 

art 22. 
Regimental court-martial, appoint- 
ment o^ 349, art 66 ; jurisdiction 

of; 360, art 67. 
Relieving the enemy, 348, art 66. 
Retiring to quarters, 345, act 43. 
Returns, 340, arts. 18, 19. 
Ruiming away, 347, art 62. 
Selling, losing, or spoiling horsei 

arms, dothes, Ac., 345, art 38. 
Sentence of death, 354, art. 87. 
Sentinel sleeping on his post, 346, 

art. 46. 
Speeches, reproachful or provoking, 

341, art. 24. 
Spies, 358, sec. 2. 
Standing mute before a general 

court-martial, 351, art 70. 
Stores, captured, 348, art. 58. 
Stores, warlike, accountability of 

officers for, 345, art 40. 
Striking a superior officer, 337, art 9. 
Subscribing articles of war, 336, 

art I. 
Suspension of officers from command, 

353, art 84. 
^uUers, 342, arts. 29-31; 348, art 

60. 
Trial of officers, 352, art. 75. 
Uniform of the army, 357, art 100. 
Violence to persons bringing provis- 
ions, 347, art. 51. 
Voting in court-martial, 361, art 72. 
Watchword or parole, 347, art 63. 
Wrongs, 344, arts. 34, 35. 
Articles of war, when adopted by Con- 
gress, 8; who are subject to, 28, 29; 
punishments specified by, for various 
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offenoes, 38; remarks on, 206-223; 
forms of charges and specifications 
under, 331-333. 

Artifice, confessions obtained by, admis- 
sible in evidence, 261. 

Assembly of general courts-martial, 6T. 

Atheists, not competent witnesses, 231. 

Attendance, compulsory, of witnesses, 
111. 

Attendance of members of courts-martial 
how certified, 202. 

Attorney, must not disclose confidential 
communications of his client, 245. 

Au^efois acquH and autrefois convict^ 
good pleas in bar of trial, 97 ; recent 
decisions in relation to, 9&-103. 

Averments, descriptive, proof of) 295. 

Averments, divisible, 294. 

Bamsman, William, case of, 155; opin- 
ion of Attorney-General Wirt in rela- 
tion to case of, 155. 

Bar of trial, pleas in, 96-108. 

Belief in the existence of a Gk>d necessa- 
ry in a witness, 231. 

Belief of witnesses as to identity of hand- 
writing, 271. 

Belief of witnesses receivable in evidence, 
316. 

Berrien, Attorney-General, opinions of, as 
to who are eligible as members of 
courts-martial, 20, 21. 

Board for retiring disabled officers, 186 ; 
authority to convene, 186; by whom 
assembled, 186; jurisdiction and powers 
of, 187 ; members of; liable to chal- 
lenge, 187 ; members of, must be sworn, 
188; not bound to secrecy, 188; have 
power to summon witnesses, 188 ; par- 
ties before, may be allowed counsel, 
188; contempts before, how punisha- 
ble, 188; party before, not in arrest, 
189 ; when open and when closed, 189; 
rights of party before, 189; decision 
of, 189; revision of proceedings * of, 
190 ; statute of limitation does not ap- 
ply to, 190; record of, 191; compe- 
tency of evidence in, 191 ; form of or- 
der appointing, 325 ; extract from act 
of Congress relating to, 362. 

Breach of arrest, cashiering^ the penalty 
for, 47. 

Burden of proof^ upon whom lies the, 
292, 293. 

Cadets of the Military Academy subject 
to what regulations, 9 ; when eligible 
as members of courts-martial, 21, 22 ; 
subject to what jurisdiction {note\ 37. 

Camp retainers, subject to the artides of 
war, 29. 



Capital punishment, how inflicted, 140 ; 
should be in presence of all the troops^ 
166; by shooting, 166; by hanging, 167. 

Cashiering and dismisaal as punishments, 
43. 

Cashiering the penalty for breach of ar- 
rest, 47 ; practice of the British service 
in relation to, 48. 

Causes of challenge, 73-76. 

Censure of witnesses for improper con- 
duct, 134. 

Certainty must be attained as to party ac- 
cused and party ii\jhred, 56 ; of time 
and place of an offence, 57. 

Certificate of judge advocate, form of, 330. 

Challenge, by a prisoner, should be ad- 
mitted when practicable, 69 ; prisoner 
must state his cause of, 68 ; good causes 
of, 73-76; ancient severe rule respect- 
ing, 74 ; court is acUoumed when re- 
duced by, 76; reg^ulations respecting, 
89 ; members of courts of inquiry lia- 
ble to, 181 ; members of retiring boards 
liable to, 187. 

Challenges and oaths, 6&-81. 

Challenges to the array, 68. 

Challenges to the favor, 71. 

Challenge to fight a duel, articles of war, 
relating to, 208, 341, 342 ; penalties at- 
tired to the offence of sending, 209 ; 
notes from Colonel S — to General — 
containing, 209, 210 ; general order in 
relation to sending, 210, 211. 

Chance, an excuse from guilt, 119. 

Chaplains not eligible as members of 
courts-martial, 19, 20. 

Character, evidence as to, when impor- 
tant, 285 ; the practice of courts-mar- 
tial to admit evidence of, 286 ; evidence 
of, entitled to weight only in cases of 
doubt, 287 ; in what cases evidence of, 
is not admitted, 287 ; privilege of wit* 
ness to protect his own, 313. 

Charge, definition of a, 52 ; how to be 
preferred, 52 ; specifications to, must be 
explicit, 54 ; must be read before the 
court, 89 ; the judge advocate has the 
righ% to make correct, 90; additional, 
may be preferred before arraignment, 
91 ; a correct copy of, must be furnish- 
ed to the accused, 108 ; custotii of read- 
ing to a witness, 111; can be no con- 
viction of an offence greater than is 
contained in, but may be of one less, 
132, 133. 

Charges and specifications, 52-58 ; Judge 
advocate must be fully instructed as to, 
197 ; forms ot, under different articles 
of war, 331-333. 

Children, how fiir competent as witness- 
es, 229. 
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Citizexu}, offences against, articles of war 
relating to, 211-213. 

CiTil court, former acquittal or conviction 
in, not a good plea in bar of trial before a 
court-martial, 100. 

CiTilians, how far within the jurisdiction 
of courts-martial, 31, 32. 

Clark, Peter, case of, 92. 

Clergyman, a confession made to, not 
privileged, 246. 

Clifford, Attorney-General, opinion of, as 
to the power of the President to dis- 
miss commissioned officers, 161. 

Commands, unlawful, not to be obeyed, 
120 ; lawful, disobedience o^ 208. 

Commissioned officers, courts-martial 
must be composed of, 19 ; may be dis- 
missed by the President without trial, 
161-165. 

Commissions, military, in Mexico, powers 
of^ defined, 12 ; when and how to be 
constituted, 15 ; powers of, 16. 

Communications, privileged, 244-248. 

Commutation of punishment, in the power 
of the President, 154 ; included in the 
power to mitigate, 155, 157. 

Competency of a witness, objections to, 
when and how to be made, 303. 

Competency of negroes as witnesses, 248- 
251. 

Complainant, testimony of, sufficient for 
conviction where the offence is without 
witnesses, 267. 

Complaints of soldiers, by whom to be 
investigated, 40. 

Compulsory attendance of witnesses, 111. 

Conduct, as presumptive evidence, 282 ; 
mutinous, how taken cognizance of,207 

Conduct unbecoming an officer and a gen- 
tleman, 220 ; case of an assistant sur- 
geon charged with, 221-223. 

Confessions to a clergyman or priest not 
privileged, 246; are received in evi- 
dence, 257 ; degree of credit to be at- 
tached to, 257 ; classes of, 258 ; value 
of, when voluntary, 258, 259; value of, 
when made in consequence of induce- 
ments held out, 259-261; admissible 
in evidence when obtained by artifice, 
261 ; facte made known in, when not 
voluntary, may be received in certain 
cases, 262; ancient and modern usage 
respecting, 263 ; of servants or agents, 
how far evidence against a principal, 
263 ; the whole of; must be given in 
evidence, 264 ; when void in point of 
law, 265 ; when in writing, the docu- 
ment must be produced, 265 ; introduc- 
tion of, in evidence, 265. 

Confidence, professional, must not be vio- 
lated, 244. 



Confinement and arrest, 46-51. 

Confinement of non-commissioned officers 
and soldiers, 49 ; Umitetion of, 50 ; sick- 
ness of a soldier during, 168. 

Confirmation of sentence, 151. 

Congress, empowered by the constitntion 
to regulate land and naval forces, 334^ 
335 ; late acte passed by, 365. 

Conspiracy, what evidence may be re- 
ceived to estebliah the existence o^ 
287-292. 

Conspirators, the act of one the act of all, 
289. 

Constitution and composition of courts- 
martial, 17. 

Constitution, extracte from the, 334, 335. 

Contempts, courts-martial have summary 
power to punish for, 30 ; before courts 
of inquiry, how punishable, 182 ; be- 
fore retiring boards, how punishable, 
188. 

Contradiction of a witness by the party 
calling him, 316. 

Control of court over judge advocate, 200. 

Conviction, a former, a valid plea in bar 
of trial, 97 ; what constitutes, 98 ; de- 
termined by a majority of votes, 128, 
137 ; one witness legally sufficient for, 
267. 

Copies of inscriptions and documentSi 
when received as evidence, 278. 

Corporeal, what punishments are called, 
168. 

Correspondence, written, as a proof of 
handwriting, 272. 

Corresponding with the enemy, article of 
war relating to, 220 ; how punishable^ 
220. 

Counsel, accused to have the benefit of, 
65 ; may not address the court, 66 ; 
may be objected to by the court, 65 ; 
when introduced, 94 ; may be allowed 
to parties before courte of inquiry, 182 ; 
and to parties before retiring boards, 
188. 

Counsel for prisoner, the judge advocate 
is, 195. 

Courte- martial, jurisdiction of, defined by 
Congress, 7 ; how regulated, 8 ; consti- 
tution and composition of, 17 ; general, 
by whom appointed, 17, 18; regiment- 
al and garrison, by whom appointed, 
18 ; warrant for assembling, by whom 
issued, 18 ; must be composed of com- 
missioned officers, 19; when to be 
composed of militia officers, 22 ; num- 
ber of members of, 22-25 ; presidents 
of, 25 ; rank of members of; 25 ; j aria- 
diction of; 26, 31, 32, 37, 38, 299; compe- 
tency and completeness of jurisdictiob 
of; 2 7 ; subject to what limitation of time, 
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2T; have power to pumah for con- 
tempts, 30 ; how far dvilians are with- 
m the jurisdiction of, 31, 32; jurisdic- 
tion of) after expiration of term of ser- 
vice, 32 ; powers of, to inflict fines and 
imprisonment, 40 ; offences within the 
jurisdiction of 41, 42 ; cannot be de- 
manded by officers, 51 ; parties to the 
tnal in, 59; duties of the president of, 
69; responsibility of members of, 59; 
relation of, to orcUnary courts, 60 ; can- 
not control the nature of arrest of a 
prisoner, 62; record of the proceed- 
ings of, how kept, 66; a member ofj 

. may be challenged when a material 
witness, 7 4 ; is adjourned when reduced 
by challenges, 76; form of oath taken 
by all members of, 77 ; formation, ad- 
journment and dissolution of, 82 ; hours 
of session o^ 83 ; time and place of as- 
aembUng, 83; its presiding officer its 
only organ, 83; deliberate in secret, 
84, detail of, 88; iUegal acts of, void, 
99; finding of verdict by, 125; mem- 
bers of, must not disclose votes g^ven 
at the finding, 127 ; may animadvert on 
the conduct of witnesses, 134; sen- 
tence by, 1 3 7 ; punishments awarded by, 
137; regimental, must be summoned 
on complaint of a soldier, 170, 172, 174, 
175; control of; over judge advocate, 
200; jurisdiction of, not limited by 
place, 299 ; members of as witnesses, 
302 ; question as to the competency of, 
to original evidence, 302 ; forms of or- 
ders appointing, 323, 324; mode of re- 
cording proceedings of, 325-329; in 
time of war, extract from act of CJon- 
gress relating to, 363. 

Courts of Inquiry, 179; authority to con- 
vene, 179 ; number of members of, 180; 
jurisdiction of, 180; rights of the ac- 
cused in, 180; duties of judge advocate 
in, 1 81 ; members of, may be challenged, 
181 ; customary to keep proceedings of, 
secret, 181; power of, to summon wit- 
nesses, 182; parties before, allowed 
counsel, 182; hours of sitting of, 182; 
are closed courts, 182; contempts 
before, how punishable, 182; accused 
not in arrest when attending, 182; rec- 
ord 0^ 182 ; statute of limitation not 
applicable to, 183-185; General Ma- 
comb on, 183 ; De Hart on, 183 ; not 
limited in Great Britain, 185 ; duties of 
a judge advocate before, 203 ; object of, 
203; the judge advocate is the legal 
adviser of, 203; mode of proceeding 
in, 204: proceedings of; privileged in 
capital (saaes, 248; form of order ap- 
pointing, 324. 
24 



Credit of witnesses, modes of impeach- 
ing, 314, 315. 

Crime, what qpnstitutes, according to 
Blackstone, 117 ; infamous, conviction 
of, renders a witness incompetent, 232 ; 
effect of conviction of, in another state, 
234; parties charged with, seldom 
competent as witnesses, 236; an indi- 
vidual charged with, may be rendered 
competent as a witness by a separate 
verdict, 237 ; rights guaranteed by the 
constitution to persons accused of, 334, 
335. 

Crittenden, Attorney-General, opinion of, 
on the pardoning power of the Presi- 
dent, 154. 

Cress-examination, 113; uses of, 306; 
leading questions in, when admitted 
and when not admitted, 307, 308. 

Cushing, Attorney-General, opinion of, as 
to the eligibility of cadets to sit on 
courts-martial, 21; opinion of, jn re- 
lation to absence of members from 
court-martial, 85; opinion of, in rela^ 
tion to remission of sentence, 160; 
opinion of, as to power of the President 
to dismiss commissioned officers, 162. 

Custody of prisoners chaiged with crimes, 
49, 50. 

Custom of war, the lex non scripta of the 
army, 9. 

Deaf and dumb persons, how far oompe*# 

tent as witnesses, 228. 
Death by hanging, punishment of, 1 67. 
Death by shooting, punishment of, 166. 
Death penalty, requires the concurrence 

of two-thirds of the court, 128, 137. 
Death, sentence of, when prohibited and 

when permitted by the articles of war, 

39. 
Debt, verdict of, cannot be found against 

a soldier, 142. 
Declarations, verbal and written, how far 

admissible in evidence, 252; of the 

dying, 253-256. 
Defect of religious principle hi a witness, 

230. 
Defect of understanding makes a witness 

incompetent, 227. 
Defence, how entered upon, 115 ; prisoner . 

may request time to prepare for, 116 ; 

reply of judge advocate to, 122. 
De Hart, on courts of inquiry, 183. 
Delay of trial, application for, 87. 
Deliberations of courts-martial are in se- 
cret, 84 ; how conducted at the finding, 

125 ; remarks of Mr. Tyler upon, at the 

finding, 126. 
Deposition of witnesses who are civiliaoa 

may be taken, 111. 
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Descriptiye ayerments, proof of^ 296. 

Desertion, how punished, 39 ; punishable 
after expiration ol term of servioef 36 ; 
case of; from the Britisn army in Spain, 
121 ; extracts from acts of Cong^ress in 
relation to, 358. 

Detail of oourts-martia], 88. 

Devlin, Lieutenant, case of, 158 ; opinion 
of the attorney-general on the case of, 
158. 

Direct evidence, definition of; 224 ; weight 
of; compared with that of presumptive 
evidence, 281. 

Disabled officers, boards for retiring, 186- 
189. 

Discharges from service, how only to be 
given, 163. 

Dismissal and cashiering as punishments, 
43. 

Disobedience of superior officers, 208. 

Dissolution of courts-martial, 82. 

Distinctive jurisdiction, 37. 

Divisible averments, 294. 

Documents, private, must be produced 
when offered as evidence, 268, 269 ; 
when presumed to havebeen destroyed, 
278) 279; evidence receivable of the 
destruction of; 279. 

Dress of officers retired from service, 
190. 

Drumming out, sentence of, how execut- 
ed, 168. 

DruxikenneBS aggravates an offence, 118. 

Drunkenness on duty, article of war in 
relation to, 217 ; cases of officers ac- 
cused of, 217 ; general cffders in rela- 
tion tg, 217-220. 

Duel, challenges to fight, 208, 211. 

Duties of a judge advocate, 198, 202, 203. 

Dying declarations, how far admissible 
in evidence, 253-256; the court must 
decide on the admissibility of; 254; are 
open to direct contradiction, 255. 

Embezzlement of money, punishments at- 
tached to the offence of, 214; case of 
Captain T. J., accused of, 214; general 
order relating to the case of Captain T. 
J. acquitted of, by court-martial, 214- 
217 ; extracts from act of Congress re- 
lating to, 359, 360. 

Enemy, corresponding with, how punish- 
able, 220. 

Erskine, Lord, case of^ mutineer nar- 
rated by, 237. ^ 

Evidence, persons who give, to be ex- 
amined on oath, or affirmation, 80 ; how 
to be recorded, 110; a witness has a 
right to explain, 1 13 ; record of his own 
may be read over to a witness, 114; 
dose of prosecution precludes addition- 



al, 115; to be discussed in ftee con- 
versation at the finding, 125; compe- 
tent, before retiring boards, 191 ; du- 
ties of judge advocate in relation to, 
200 ; definition of, 224 , various kinds 
and degrees o( 224, 225* admissibility 
of, 225; cases in which a witnesn is 
incompetent to give, 226 : of deaf and 
dumb persons and of lunatics and mo- 
nomaniacs, 228 ; of children, 229 ; of 
atheists and Jews, 231 ; of husband 
and wife, 239-241 ; of accomplices, 
242-244 ; of negroes, 248-251 ; hear- 
say, 251, 256; of verbal and written 
declarations, 262; of dying declara- 
tions, 253-256; of confessions, 257- 
265 ; exclusion of secondary, 266 ; of 
complainant, 267; primary, 268-274; 
secondary, 275-279; presumptive, 279- 
300. 

Examination in chief; 113, 305; how far 
leading questions are allowed on, 305, 
306. 

Examination of witnesses, 109; 300-306. 

Examined copies of records and public 
books good as evidence, 268. 

Exclusion of secondary evidence^ 266. 

Execution of martial law, 14. 

Execution of sentence, 166-169. 

Experts, opinions of; are evidence, 318; 
remarkable instance of error in the 
answers of, 318. 

Expiration of term of service, jurisdiction 
of courts-martial after, 32. 

Eyre, C. B., on dying declarations as evi- 
dence, 253. 

Favor, challenges to the, 71. 

Fellows, Dr., case of, 248. 

Final action on the proceedings of a court- 
martial, 159. 

Finding, 125-136; votes on, how sub- 
mitted to the court, 136; becomes the 
decision of the court, 136; sentence of 
the court must be in strict accordance 
with, 139; form of, 329. 

Fines, powers of courts-martial to inflict, 
40, 41. 

Flight, legal presumption from 283. 

Flogging in the army, when abolished, 
363. 

Forcing a safeguard, extract from act of 
Congress relating to, 364. 

Formation of courts-martial, 82. 

Former trial, testimony given on, how 
received, 256. 

Form of arraignment of a prisoner, 94. 

Form of finding of courts-martial, 329. 

Form of oath taken by members of 
courts-martial, 77 ; by the judge advo- 
cate, 79 ; by a witness, 80. 
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Form of plea, no special, required bj a 
oourt-martialf 109. 

Forms of orders, 323-330. 

Frivolous and vexatious accusations, 134. 

Frye, Lieutenant, case of, illegally con- 
victed, 69. 

Fugitives from service or labor, extract 
from act of Congress relating to, 364. 

Qarrison courts-martial, appointed by 
whom, 18; how constituted, 24; juris- 
diction of, 3*7 ; members of, how sworn, 
93 ; record of proceedings of, 202 ; form 
of order appointing, 324. 

G^assaway, Lieutenant, case of, 100. 

General courts-martial, who have power 
to appoint, 17, 18; number of members 
of, 22 ; question raised respecting legal- 
ity of, with less than thirteen members, 
23 ; when supernumerary officers may 
be appointed on, 24; jurisdiction of, 31, 
37, 38 ; have exclusive cognizance of 
what offences, 41 ; order of assembly of, 
67; record of, must be carefully pre- 
served, 161; record of proceedings of, 
202 ; copy of proceedings ot, must be 
sent to the War Department, 202 ; form 
of order appointing, 323 ; form of order 
confirming or disapproving proceedings 
of, 329. 

General regulations of the army, by whom 
prepared, 8 ; have legal effect, 9 ; gov- 
ern the cadets of the Military Acade- 
my, 9. 

Guilt, what constitute excuses from, 117- 
121. 

Guilty, pleading, closes prosecution, 95. 

Guthrie, Midshipman, case of, 92. 

Hall, Captain, case of, 149; opinion of 
Attorney-General Wirt on, 149. 

Handwriting, proof of, 269-274. 

Hanging, capital punishment by, 167. 

Hearsay evidence not receivable, 251; 
liable to be fallacious, 251; exception 
to the rule of, 256. 

Hooe, Lieutenant, case of, 248. 

Hours of session of a court-martial, 83 ; 
of courts of inquiry, 182. 

Howe, Captain, case of, 100, 104 

Husband and wife, cannot be witnesses 
for or against each other, 239; evi- 
dence of, receivable in collateral pro- 
ceedings, 240 ; may testify against each 
other as to personal injuries, 241. 

Identity of a prisoner must be ascertain- 
ed. 56 ; averments as to, 297. 
Idiocy, total, excuses from guilt, 118. 
Idiots, incompetent as witnesses, 227 
Ignorance, excuses fW>m guilt, 119. 



Illegal courts-martial, acts of, void. 99. 

Illness of prisoner or members of a court- 
martial may be cause of adyoumment, 
82. 

Illness of witness, 110. 

Immaterial averments, considered as sur- 
plusage, 297. 

Impeaching the credit of witnesses, 314. 

Imprisonment, powers of courts-martial 
to punish by, 40, 41; sickness of a 
soldier during, 168; place of, not named 
in sentence of court-martial, 169 ; time 
of, 169. 

Incidents of the trial by court-martial, 
88-124. 

Incompetency of witnesses, 226-235; 
from defect of religious principle, 230; 
by reason of interest, 234. 

Indian sentenced for murder, case o^ 154. 

Indirect evidence, definition of, 225. 

In&my, as a cause of incompetency in a 
witness, 232. 

Inferiors, protection to, 170. 

Innocence, presumed by the law till the 
contrary is proved, 282. 

Inquiry, courts of, see Courts of inquupy. 

Insanity, absolute, excuses from guilt, 1 18. 

Insanity of a prisoner causes cessation of % 
proceedings, 95. 

Instruments, written, contents of, -how 
proved, 268; not necessary to prove 
that a person acts in a public capaci- 
ty, 274 ; when in possession of the ad- 
verse party, 275; notice to adverse 
party to produce, 276. 

Intention, must be specified in a charge, 
55 ; an important point for considera- 
tion in & charge of conspiracy, 290. 

Intentions, in criminal matters, presumed 
from actions, 282. 

Intents, when sufficient to presume one 
of several, 295. 

Interest, as a cause of incompetency of a 
witness, 234-236. 

Interpreters, in courts-martial, 66; must 
not violate confidence, 245. 

Intoxication aggravates an offence, 118. 

Intoxication in a witness, court must de- 
cide on the fact of, 229. 

Invalid pleas in bar of trial, 100. 

Invasion justifies suspension of the writ 
of hahwa corpuA, 13, 14. 

Irrelevant questions may not be put on a 
cross-examination, 307. 

Issue, evidence must be confined to, 
283-292; substance of, only need be 
proved, 293-300. 

Jews, competent as witnesses, 231. 
Judge advocate, responsibility of, 60 ; by 
whom appointed, 61, 62 ; should exer- 
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cise tho right of challenge, 70; camiot 
be challenged, 70; oath administered 
by, to general courts-martial, 79; form 
of oath taken bj, 79 ; oath administer- 
ed by, to a witness, 80: absence of, 
from court-martial, 86 ; essential that 
be should be sworn, 92; trial how 
opened by, 109 ; assistant of| if a wit- 
ness, must be first examined, 109; re- 
ply of, to defence of prisoner, 122; re- 
ply of, to rejoinder, 123 ; duty of, during 
deliberation by the court, 126; duties 
of, in courts of inquiry, 181 ; authority 
to appoint, 192; duties of; 192, 198; 
should be a military person, 193 ; McAr- 
thuron the qualifications o( 193; Sir 
Oharles J. Napier on the qualifications 
of, 194; is the official prosecutor, 194; 
bow far counsel for the prisoner, 196 ; 
may be assisted by counsel, 196; must 
be well informed as to the circum- 
stances of a case, 197; must summon 
witnesses, 198 ; must make a fair copy 
of the record of proceedings, 199 ; has 
the right of reply to defence of prison- 
er, 200 ; duties of; with regard to evi- 
dence, 200 ; how far under control of 
the court, 200; is bound to giye his 
opinion to the court, 201 ; must trans- 
mit a copy of proceedings to the War 
Department, 202 ; time of attendance of, 
202 ; duties of; before courts of inquiry, 
203, 204; form of certificate of, 330. 

Judgment, pleas in bar of, 117-122. 

Jurisdiction, distinctive, 37. 

Jurisdiction, in what cases presumed by 
the law, 293. 

Jurisdiction of Jwards for retiring dis- 
abled officers, 187. 

Jurisdiction of courts-martial, 26-38 ; de- 
fined by Congress, 7; not limited by 
place, 299. 

Jurisdiction of courts of inquiry, 180. 

Jurisdiction of the court, pleading to, ^6. 

Jurisdicttons, accountability to two, set- 
tled to be lawful, 102. 

Laws of the land, ofiences against, by 
officers or soldiers, 212. 

Leading questions, how far allowed on 
the examination in chief, 305, 306 ; are 
allowed on the cross-examination, 307 ; 
when not admitted, 308. 

Letters, value of, as a proof of hand- 
writing, 272. 

Liberty, danger to, from the power of the 
President to dismiss officers, 164. 

Limitation, statute of, a valid plea in bar 
of trial, 104. 

List of witnesses for the prosecution 
usually given to a prisoner, 63, 65. 



Lunatics, when competent as witnessefl, 
228. 

McArthur on the qualifications of a judge 
advocate, 193 ; case reported by, of a 
conviction obtained on the evidence of 
fche complainant, 267. 

Mackenzie, Conmiander, allusion to the 
case o^ 197. 

Macomb, General, on courts of mquiiy, 
183. 

Majority of votes of a court-martial con- 
vict or acquit a prisoner, 128, 137. 

Malice, a presumption of law from injuri- 
ous actions, 282. 

Marines, when officers of, may be asso- 
ciated on courts-martial, with officers 
of land forces, 22. 

Marshall, Chief Justice, on privilege of 
witness in refusing to answer, 310. 

Martial law, how distinguished f^om mili- 
tary law, 10 ; as defined by the Duke 
of Wellington, 10; declared in Mexico 
by General Scott, 11 ; in Great Britain 
and the United States. 13; definition 
of, 14; how executed, 14. 

Mason, Attorney-General, opinions of, as 
to the power of the President to miti- 
gate punishment, 166. 

Medical officers, when put ra arrest, 47 ; 
when witnesses, are without pnvilege, 
246. 

Meetings of conspirators, conduct at, ad- 
missible in evidence, 291. 

Members of a court of inquiry, number 
of; 180. 

Members of courts-maHial, regulations 
respecting the numbers of, 22 ; rank of, 
26; responsibility of, 59; as witnesses. 
302. 

Memoranda of facts may be referred to 
by a witness, 110, 309, 310. 

Mental derangement, in order to exclude 
a witness, must be proved, 228. 

Mercy, recommendation of prisoner to, 
145. 

Mexico, martial law declared in, by Gen- 
eral Scott, 11. 

Military Academy, cadets of, subject to 
what regulations, 9. 

Military commissions in Mexico, powers 
of, defined, 12. 

Military commissions, when and how to 
be constituted, 16, powers of, 16. 

Military law, general remarks on, 7 j dis- 
tinguished from martial law, 10. 

Military person, may be punished by 
court.3-martial for contempts of court, 
31; judge advocate must be a, 193. 

Militia, when subject to rules and articles 
of war, 22, 28 ; powers of Congress m 
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relation to, 334, 336 ; extracts from act 
of Congress relating to, 361. 

Misfortune, excuses from guilt, 119. 

Mitigation of punishment, 152. 

Mode of committing an offence, how far 
necessarj to prove averments of, 296. 

Modifying sentence of court-martial, 
143-146. 

Money, embezzlement of, 214-21*7. 

Monomaniacs, testimony of| excluded, 
228. 

Motives which actuated a court may ^ 
alluded to in the sentence, 141. 

Mute by the visitation of Goid, 95. 

Mute, standing, before a general court- 
martial, 94. 

Mutilated court-martial, cannot modify a 
sentence, 144; assembled for revision, 
150; opinion of Attorney-General Gush- 
ing in relation to, 150. 

Mutinous conduct, not named in the arti- 
cles of war, 207 

Mutiny, definition of, 206, 206; begin- 
ning, exciting, causing and joining in, 
defined, 206; what evidence may be 
received to establish a charge of, 28*7. 

Vame of party accused must be specified, 
56. 

Name of party injured must be proved as 
laid, 295 ; spoiling of name o^ 296 ; 

Name of third person must be proved, 296. 

Napier, Sir Charles J., on the qualifica- 
tions of a judge advocate, 194. 

Necessity, inevitable, as an excuse fVom 
guUt, 119. 

Negative, proof of, when not necessary, 
274; burden of proving, lies with 
whonlj 292 ; remarks of Judge Story 
on proving the, 293. 

Negroes, competency of, as witnesses, 
248-251; opinion of Mr. Key on the 
competency of, 249 ; remarks of the 
secretary of the navy on the compe- 
tency of, 250. 

New matter in defence may be rebutted 
by new evidence, 122. 

New trial, when granted, 148-150. 

Non-agreement of witnesses, 319. 

Non-commissioned officers, can be re- 
duced to the ranks for certain offences, 
40 , punishments for, 44 ; when placed 
in confinement, 49 ; wrongs of, how to 
be redressed, 172. 

Not guilty the most usual plea, 108. 

Notice to adverse party to produce in- 
struments, 276 ; when dispensed with, 
277. 

Number of members in cdirts of inquiry, 
180 ; in courts-martial, 22 



Oath, persons who give evidence to be 
exao^ed on, or affirmation, 80 ; form 
o^ taken by a witness, 80 ; when ad- 
ministered to the court and to the 
judge advocate, 92 ; how administered 
in regimental and garrison courts-mar- 
tial, 93; must be administered to 
boards for retiring disabled officers, 
188. 

Oaths, 77; definition of, 77; should be 
administered with solemnity, 80. 

Oath taken by all the members of a court- 
martial, 77 ; obligations of, 78 ; by whom 
administered, 79. 

Objections to the competency of a witness, 
when and how to be made, 303. 

Obligations of the oath taken by members 
of a court-martial, 78. 

Offences against citizens, articles of war 
in relation to, 211-213. 

Offences and punishment, 37-46. 

Offences, to be charged under what arti- 
des, 52, 53 ; specifications of, must be 
explicit, 64; a prisoner may be tried 
for several at the same time, 54 ; mode 
of committing, how far necessary to 
prove averments of, 296 ; prisoner may 
be convicted of less, but not of greater, 
132, 133. 

Offences over which a general court-mar- 
tial alone has cognizance, 41. 

Officers, arrest and confinement of, 46; 
what punishments are applicable to, 
43 ; may in certain cases be ordered in 
arrest by inferiors, 48, 49 ; limitation of 
confinement of, 50; have no right to 
demand a court-martial, 51; commis- 
sioned, may be dismissed by the Pres- 
ident without trial, 161-165; wrongs 
of, how redress is to be sought for, 
170; when violence to, becomes the 
crime of mutiny, 207 ; disobedience of, 
208 ; extracts from act of Congress re- 
lating to trials of, 358. 

Officers, disabled, boards for retiring, 
166-189 

Officers, medical, when put in arrest, 47. 

Officers, non-commissioned, how punish- 

' ed, 44 ; must be reduced before punish- 
ment in certain cases, 45. 

Officers, retiring, extracts from act of 
Congress relating to, 361-363. 

Official communications may be privi- 
leged, 247. 

Onus probandij upon whom lies the, 292, 
293. 

Opinion maliciously declared, a good 
cause of challenge, 73. 

Opinion of judge advocate, must be given 
to the court, 201: must be recorded, 
201. 
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Opinions of experts as evidence, how far 
entitled to weight, 318; of witnesses, 
when receivable in evidence, 317. 

Order for convening a oourt-martial, how 
read, 89. ^ 

Order of examination of witnesses, 304. 

Orders, illegal, not to be obeyed, 120. 

Palliation of an offence, evidence in, when 
to be allowed it^ effect, 133. 

Pardon, a valid plea in bar of trial, 103. 

Pardoning power, given to the President 
by the Constitation, 153. 

Parol evidence, 224. 

Pay and rations of retiring ofiQcers, 189. 

Pay of a soldier, cannot be made over by 
a court-martial to another person, 142. 

Pay, BiKspension of, as punishment of 
oommisaioned officers, 39. 

Penalties exceeding the power of the 
minor courts-martial to inflict, 42. 

Persons committing offence, averments 
as to identity of, 297. 

Place, jurisdiction of oourts-martial not 
limited by, 299. 

Place of an offence must be specified in 
a charge, 57 ; averments as to, must be 
laid with certainty, 299 

Place of assembly of a court-martial, 83. 

Place of imprisonment, not named in sen- 
tence of court-martial, 169* 

Pleading guilty, 95; to specifications only, 
96; renders a prisoner a competent 
witness against his co-defendants, 238. 

Pleading to the jurisdiction of the court, 
96. 

Pleas in bar of judgment,. 117-122. 

Pleas in bar of trial, 96-108. 

Pleas, kinds of, permitted, 94 ; how to be 
made, 108 ; where not admitted, 108 ; 
must be recorded, 108. 

Positive evidence, definition of, 224. 

Positive proof, definition of, 225. 

Possession of written instruments by the 
adverse party, 275. 

Postponement of trial, application for, 
87, 94. 

Presence of, one witness not allowed 

. during the examination of another, 301. 

President can commute or mitigate pun- 
ishment, 163, 164; can dismiss a com- 
missioned officer without trial, 161-165. 

F^sident of a court-martini the senior 
member present, 25 ; duties of, 59. 

Presiding officer of a court-martial its 
only organ, 83. 

Presumptions of law, 282. 

Presumptive evidence, 226, 279-300. 

Presumptive proof, definition of, 226. 

Priest, a confession made to, not privi- 
leged, 246. 



Primary evidence, 268-274. 

Princi{Msd challenge, what are causes ot, 
71. 

Prisoner charged with crimes, custody of, 
49, 50; court-martial cannot control 
the nature of his arrest, 62 ; should be 
furnished with a copy of the charges 
against him, 62 ; a list of witnesses for 
the prosecution usually given to, 63, 
66 , should have a detail of members 
of the court, 64; to have benefit of 
counsel, 65 ; challenges by, should be 
admitted when practicable, 69; form 
of arraignment of; 94 ; standing mute 
before a general court-martial, 94 ; pro- 
ceeding^ cease against when found to 
be insane, 96 ; mute by the visitation 
of God, 95 ; address of, in defence, 116: 
address of^ may be read by his counsel^ 
116; allowed to speak last, 124; may 
be convicted of an offence less than 
the one charged, but not of a greater, 
132, 133; recommendation ot, to mer- 
cy, 145 ; how far the judge advocate is 
counsel for, 195. 

Privileged communications, 244-248. 

Privilege of witness in refusing to an- 
swer, 310-314. 

Publication of proceedings of courts-mi\r- 
tial, how forbidden, 88. 

Punishment and offences, 37-45. 

Punishment, capital, how infiicted, 140 ; 
should be in presence of all the troops, 
166; by shooting, 166; by hanging, 
167. 

Punishment, corporeal, term how used, 
168. 

Punishmenl^for various offences speci- 
fied in the articles of war, 38.* 

Punishment, previous, a doubtful plea in 
bar of trial, 103. 

Punishment, votes to decide, 140 ; miti- 
gation of, 152. 

Punishments awarded by courts-martial, 
137. 

Punishments, how regulated in kind and 
degree, 42 ; when cruel and when un- 
usual, 43; for officers, 43; for non- 
commissioned officers and soldiers, 44 ; 
for offences not enumerated, 45 ; for 
mutiny and sedition, 205; for sending 
a challenge, 209 ; for embezzlement of 
money, 214 ; for being drunk on duty, 
217; for corresponding with the ene- 
my, 220. 

Proceedings of oourts-martial, publica- 
tion of, how forbidden, 88; records of, 
202 ; mode of recording, 325-329. 

Procession, order of, at an execution, 166. 

Professional confidence must not be vio- 
lated, 244. 
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Proof of handwriting, 26^274 j of neg- 
ative, when not necesAaiy, 2*74; of 
acting in a public capacity, 274; of 
writing being in possession of adverse 
pariij, 275; what circumstances will 
amount to, 281 of principal matter in 
issue is sufficient, 294; of veracity of 
witnesses, 314; of contradictory state- 
ments of witnesses, 316. 

Proof positive and proof presumptive, 
225. 

Prosecution, when dosed, precludes fur- 
ther evidence, 115; closing of, must 
be recorded, 115; must precede the de- 
fence, 115. 

Prosecutor, official, the judge advocate, 
194. 

Protection to inferiors, 170. 

Provocation as an excuse from guilt, 152. 

Provost-marshal, duty of, at an execution, 
167. 

Pursers, not eligible as members of courts- 
martial, 20. 

Questions to a witness, how to be put, 
112; when put by the court cannot be 
objected to, 113; immaterial, may be 
expunged, 114. 

Questions which a prisoner may refuse 
to answer, 310-314. 

Rank of members of courts-martial, 25. 

Rank, suspension from, as a punishment 
of commissioned officers, 39. 

Ranks, non-commissioned officers can be 
reduced to the, for certain offences, 40. 

Ramsay, Captain, opinion of the attorney- 
general on the case of, 157. 

Reading order convening a court-martial, 
89; charges and specifications, 89. 

Rebellion justifies suspension of the writ 
of ?iabea8 corpus, 13, 14. 

Recall of witnesses 124. 

Recommendation of prisoner to mercy, 
145. 

Record of board for retiring disabled offi- 
cers, 191. 

Record of court of inquiry, 182. 

Record of the proceedings of a court- 
martial, how kept, 66; must show that 
required oaths have been administered, 
92, 93 ; fair copy of, to be read over to 
the court at the finding, 125; how au- 
thenticated, 143 ; must be carefully pre- 
served, 161 ; must be kept by the judge 
advocate, 198 ; in what manner to be 
kept, 199; mode of making, 325-329. 

Records of courts of justice are primary 
evidence, 268. * 

Redressing wrongs, and appeals, 170- 
178. 



Re-examination of witnesses, 113; to 
what confined, 308. 

Refusing to answer, privilege of witness 
in, 310-314. 

Regimental courts-martial, appointed by 
whom, 18; how constituted, 24; juris- 
diction o^ 37 ; have power to investi- 
gate complaints of soldiers, 40; mem- 
bers of) how sworn, 93 ; must be sum- 
moned on complaint of a soldier, 170, 
172, 174, 175 ; mode of proceeding in, 
for redress of wrongs, 176; appeal from 
decision of, 177 ; records of proceedings 
of, 202 ; form of order appointing, 324. 

Rejoinder, permitted to the defence, 123. 

Relevancy of evidence, 284. 

Remarks on articles of war, 205-223. 

Remission of sentence, is implied in an 
order to return to duty, 160, 168. 

Reply of judge advocate to defence of 
prisoner, 122, 200. 

Resignation of conunissioned officers, ex- 
tract from act of Congress relating to, 
363. 

Responsibility of members of courts- 
martial, 59 ; of judge advocates, 60. 

Retainers to the camp subject to the ar- 
ticles of war, 29. 

Retiring officers, extracts from act of Con- 
gress relating to, 361-363. 

Revision of sentence, 146; proceedings 
in, 147 ; causes for, 147 ; mutilated court 
assembled for, 150. 

Rules and articles of war, when adopted 
by Congress, 8. 

Rules of procedure in military prosecu- 
tions, 197, 202. 

Sacramentum mUUare^ dings indissolu- 
bly, 105. 

Scott, General, remarks o^ respecting 
martial law, 12. 

Search for documents must be made be- 
fore secondary evidence is admitted, 
278. 

Secondary evidence, 275-279; of the ex- 
clusion of, 266. 

Secrecy, members of a court-martial 
sworn to, 78; reasons for, in courts- 
martial, 79; respecting; votes, 127. 

Secretary of war has power to convene 
general oourts-martial, 18, 19. 

Sedition, 205; definition of, 206; what 
evidence may be received to establish 
a charge of, 287. 

Sentence by court-martial, 137-145; must 
be in accordance with the finding, 139; 
wording of, should be dear, 140 ; mo- 
tives of the court may be alluded to in, 
141 ; of court-martial, modification of, 
133| 143-145 ; revision and conflrma- 
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tion of, 146-165; remUsion of, implied 
in an order to return to duty, 160, 168 ; 
execution of, 166-169; form of, 330. 
Sentences and decisions thereon, cited in 

illustration, 141. 
Shooting, capital punishment by, 166. 
Sickness of a soldier when in confine- 
ment, 1G8. 
Siege, state of, in continental Europe, 10. 
Signature, opinions of skilled persons 
may be received as to the genuineness 
of, 27.3. 
Slaves, incompetency of, as witnesses, 250 
Soldiers, punishments for, 44; when 
placed in confinement, 49; wrongs of, 
how redress is to be sought for, 172. 
Special pleas in bar of trial, 97. 
Special verdict, may be found by s^ court- 
martial, 129 ; cases in illustration of, 
129-132. 
Specification, definition of a, 52; want of, 

as a plea in bar of trial, 106, 107. 
Specifications to a charge, how to be made, 
54-58 ; must be certain as to the party 
accused and the party injured, 66 , to 
be read before the court, 89 ; effect of 
a prisoner pleading guilty to, 96; forms 
of, under different articles of war, 331- 
333. 
Spelling of names, correctness of, how 

far important, 296. 
Spies, to be tried by military courts, 30 ; 
extract from act of Congress relating 
to, 363. 
Standing mute before a general court- 
martial, 94. 
State of siege in continental Europe, 10. 
Statute of limitation, a valid plea in bar 
of trial, 104 ; not applicable to courts 
of inquiry, 1 83 ; not applicable to boards 
for retiring disabled officers, 190. 
Story, Justice, opinion of, as to the num- 
ber of members of a general court- 
martial, 24. 
Striking a superior officer, when the crifhe 

of mutiny. 207. 
Successor to an officer ordering a court- 
martial, powers of, 160. 
Summoning witnesses, provision respect- 
ing, 64 ; the duty of the judge-advo- 
cate, 198. 
Supernumeraries, when to be appointed on 
general courts-martial, 24; liable to 
be challenged, 76; must be present 
throughout the session, 85. 
Supreme Court, relation of, to courts-mar- 
tial, 60. 
Surgeons, not eligible as members of 
courts-martial, 1 9, 20 ; may remain in 
court during the examination of wit- i 
, 301. I 



Sur-rejomder, allowed to prosecution, 123. 
Suspension of pay and emolument of 

officers, as a punishment, 39. 
Sutlers, subject to the article of war, 29 ; 
. extract from act of Congress relating 

to, 363, 
Sword, depriving an officer o^ when in 

arrest, 47. 

Term of service, jurisdiction of courts- 
martial after expiration of, 32. 

Testimony conflicting, of witnesses, 319. 

Testimony given on a former trial, how 
to be received, 256. 

Threats, how far an excuse from £^ilt, 
121. 

Time, averments as to, rule of proof for, 
298. 

Time of an offence must be specified in 
the charge, 67, 58. 

Time of assembling a court-martial, 83. 

Time of attendance of members of courts- 
martial, how certified, 202. 

Time of imprisonment, how calculated, 
169. 

Treason, what constitutes, 334. 

Trenor, Captain, charge and spedflcations 
against, 68. 

Trial before court-martial, 59-67 ; appli- 
cation for delay or postponement of, 87- 
94; pleas in bar of, 96-108. special 
pleas in bar o^ 97 ; invahd pleas in 
bar of, 100 ; incidents of the, 88-124 ; 
how opened by the judge advocate, 
109; new, when granted, 148-150. 

Trial of officers, extracts from act of Con- 
gress relating to,. 359. 

Trials, extract from a general order in re- 
lation to, 90. 

Trials, several, court to bo sworn at the 
commencement of each, 93. 

Tytler on the duties of a judge advocate. 
200. 

Understanding, defect of, renders a wit- 
ness incompetent, 227. 

Van Bokkelin, Captain, case of, 99. 

Veracity of witnesses, proof of, 314. 

Verbal declarations, how far admissible 
in evidence, 252. 

Verdict of a court-martial, 1 29 ; special, 
129; cases in illustration of, 129-132. 

Verdict, separate, one of several defend- 
ants may be rendered competent as a 
witness by, 237* case in illustration, 
on the authority of Lord Erskine, 237. 

Voir dire, examination of a witness upon 
the, when his comp#ency is objected 
to, 303, 304. 

Votes at the finding, memorandum of, 
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must be destrojred, 12*7, majority of, 
determine acquittal or conviotiom, 128, 
137 , how submitted to the court, 136. 

Votes, questions in courts-martial decided 
by a miyority ofj 84; when equally di- 
vided acquit the prisoner, 129 ; to de- 
cide punishment, 140. 

Toting at the finding by a court-martial, 
126. 

TVaiving plea in bar of trial, by the ac- 
cused, 106. 

Walker, William, decision of the Supreme 
Court of Massachusetts in the case of, 
34 ; tried by court-martial after expi- 
ration of his tepn of service, 35. 

Want of specification as a plea in bar of 
trial, 106, lot. 

Warrant for assembling a court-martial 
by whom Issued, 18. • 

Wellington, Duke of, nuutial law defined 
by, 10; martial law as administered 
by, 11. 

Whistler, Major, opinion of the attorney- 
general on the case of, 1 53. 

Wife, testimony o^ for or against her hus- 
band, when not admitted, 239-241; 
when admitted, 241. 

Williamson, Peter, case of, 143. 

Will, vicious, necessary to constitute a 
crime, 117. 

Wirt, Attorney-General, opinion of, on the 
power of the secretary of war to con- 
vene general courts-martial, 19 ; opin- 
ion of, in relation to former arrest as 
a bar of trial, 100 ; opinion of, in rela- 
tion to prisoner's waiving his plea in 
bar of trial, 106 ; opinion of, in relation 
to the power of the President to grant 
a new trial, 149 ; opinion of, in rela- 
tion to the power of the President to 
mitigate punishment, 155. 

Witness, form of oath taken by, 80 ; sworn 
by the judge advocate, 80 ; liable to ar- 
rest on refusing to be sworn, 80 ; sworn 
but once, 81 ; delay of trial for absence 
of, 87 ; objection to competency of, 
when to be made, 109 ; must be sworn 
by the judge advocate, 109; how ex- 
amined, 109; may refer to a memo- 
randum of facts, 110,309; illness of; 



110; deposition of may be taken when 
a civilian. 111 ; compulsory attendance 
of. 111; questions to, 112; question 
put to, by the court, 113 ; examination 
of, 113 ; may explain his evidence, 113 ; 
record of his evidence may be read to 
him before he leaves the court, 114; 
may be subjected to cross-exanmiatioii, 
114. 

Witnesses, list o^ to be given to a pris- 
oner, 63, 65 ; provi^on as to summon- 
ing, 64; when called in, 108; recall 
of, 124; improper conduct o^ 134; 
courts of inquiry have power to sum- 
mon, 182; boards for retiring dis- 
abled officers may summon, 188; in- 
competency of, 226-235 ; incompetency 
of, from defect of religious principle, 
230 j not Christians, may be admitted, 
231 ; negroes as, 248-251; slaves can- 
not be, 250 ; examination of, 300-306 ; 
cross-examination of, 306-308 ; re- 
examination of^ 308; privilege of, in re- 
fusing to answer, 310-314; credibility 
of) how impeached, 315; contradiction 
of, by party calling, 316, belief of. re- 
ceivable in evidence, iB18 ; opinions of, 
317; confiicting testimony of( 319. 

Wording of a sentence should be dear, 
140. 

Written declarations, how far admissible 
in evidence, 252. 

Written evidence, 224. 

Written instruments, contents of, how 
proved, 268- not necessary to prove 
that a person acts in a public capacity, 
274; when in possession of the ad- 
verse party, 275. 

Writings, ancient, value of, in estabhsh- 
ing identity of handwriting, 273. 

Writings, destroyed, secondary evidence 
admissible of, 278. 

Writings relating to a conspiracy, when 
admissible in evidence, 290. 

Wrongs, history of the article of war in 
relation to, 172; nature of, referred to 
in the 35th article of war, 173 ; redress ' 
for, how to be obtained, 174. 

Wrongs of oflScors, redress for, 170; of 
non-commissioned officers and soldiers, 
redress for, 172. 
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